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from the desk of

Itis with pleasure that I notify you that we are making
strides in preparing the final regulations for the imple-
mentation of Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Assembly Bill
127) with the anticipated approval of Proposition 1D.Key
people involved in the vital endeavor of laying the ground-
work have been meeting continually in subcommittees
and regularly at the SAB Implementation Committee
meetings. Many of you have been attending and actively
participating at these meetings. Therefore, | would like
to acknowledge the value and importance your input has
provided. With this pace and the diligence that has been
applied, the regulations for the Charter Schools Facilities
Program, Small High School, High Performance Incentive
Grants, and increase to the new construction grant were
approved at the September State Allocation Board meet-
ing. We will be taking regulations for the Overcrowding
Relief Grant, Seismic and Career Technical Education
Facilities Program after the November election. Your at-
tendance and your voice are what has aided and assisted
in this important process. We look forward to seeing you
as these meetings continue.

With the availability of additional program funds on the
horizon and the November ballot just around the corner,
we have much to anticipate as these endeavors unfold. As
always, it is a pleasure working toward meeting the needs
of California school districts facility needs.

s

ISSUE NO. 04
For SAB meetings held on
Aug 23 and Sep 27 2006

Design and Site Apportionments

By Joel Ryan, OPSC Auditor

School districts that receive separate design and/or site
apportionments, pursuant to School Facility Program (SFP)
Regulation Section 1859.81.1, may not be aware that expendi-
tures made with grant money provided by a separate design
or site apportionment should be for costs appropriate to
design or site, respectively.

For example, if the school district has received a separate
apportionment for design, then the school district should
only spend that grant for costs related to design. Some
examples of design expenditures that a district may incur
include, but are not limited to, architect or engineering fees,
Division of the State Architect fees, California Department
of Education fees, local agency plan check fees, and costs
related to energy analysis, advertising for bids, printing of
blueprints, and preliminary tests, such as soil or foundation
tests. In some situations it may be necessary for the district
to incur some planning related site costs such as site testing
and appraisals. These expenditures would be allowed under
both design and site apportionments. Purchasing sites with
design funding however is prohibited.

Furthermore, separate site acquisition apportionments
should only be used for costs related to site acquisition.
Examples of site expenditures include, but are not limited
to, the purchase price of the property, appraisal fees, escrow
costs, site support costs, hazardous waste removal costs,
surveying costs, and other site costs that include court costs,
legal services, and condemnation.

The OPSC will review and audit all SFP projects, so it is
important that the district spend its design and site grant
money appropriately. For questions related to this topic,
please contact a member of the OPSC Fiscal Staff or the
district’s OPSC Project Manager.



You Have Savings, Now What?

By Joel Ryan, OPSC Auditor

Once upon a time, in a district far, far away, news arrived that the bids for a school construction project came in
much lower than expected. Often faced with cutting costs from construction projects in the past, district person-
nel were surprised and excited with the savings generated by the construction contracts and other cost categories
in the project. Although the district wanted to spend its savings on other needs, it wanted guidance on what State
law and regulations allowed with respect to the savings and how to keep track of the savings. That's where the
OPSC Fiscal Staff stepped in...

The OPSC Fiscal Staff is here to respond to your concerns and help you through the audit process. First, in order
to find out the total amount of savings on a project, use the equation below once the project is 100 percent
complete and ready for closeout:

Savings equals State Grant plus District Match plus Interest Earned Jess Eligible Project Expenditures

Once the district has determined the total amount of savings for a particular project, by using the equation above,
it may then calculate the district’s and State’s portion of that savings by pro-rating it in the same way that the
district and State shared the original School Facilities Program (SFP) project funding. For example, if a SFP project
is funded 50 percent by the State and 50 percent by the district, 50 percent is considered the State’s portion of sav-
ings, and 50 percent is considered the district’s portion of savings. The following will help the district determine
how both the district’s and State’s portion of savings from a SFP project must be used and accounted for (pursu-
ant to SFP Regulation 1859.103 and Education Code Section 17070.63):

For projects funded with financial hardship assistance, any savings must be

returned to the State as follows:

» The district’s and State’s portion of savings (if the district contributes some portion of funds to the project) must
be used to reduce the financial hardship grant of the SFP project that generated the savings; or,

» The district’s and State’s portion of savings must be used to reduce the financial hardship grant of a future financial
hardship project. In this case, the district must report the expenditures annually, from the date of project closeout,
using the Detailed Listing of Project Expenditure-Savings (located on the OPSC Web site by choosing “SAB Forms’,
and then “Expenditure Worksheet — Excel worksheet”). The district will have three years from the date savings was
determined through the SFP expenditure audit to apply the savings to reduce the financial hardship contribution
on a future project, or the district must reimburse to the State any unapplied savings, including interest accrued.

For projects funded by the State and district without financial hardship assistance

(and the 60 percent commensurate requirement has been met):

» The district’s portion of savings may be used on other high priority capital facility needs of the district. This may
include, but is not limited to, using the savings as a district match on another SFP project.

» The State’s portion of savings may be used on other high priority capital facility needs of the district. If using
the State’s portion of savings as a district match on another SFP project, that project must be of like-kind. For
instance, savings from a new construction SFP project may only be used as a district match on another new
construction SFP project and savings from a modernization SFP project may only be used as a district match on
another modernization SFP project.

» Once the SFP savings have been used, as described above, the district must report the expenditures annu-
ally, from the date of project closeout, to the OPSC using the Detailed Listing of Project Expenditure-Savings
(located on the web as stated in the section above). The district may also report the savings expenditures before
or during the project closeout.

Now that the district has used and accounted for its SFP Project savings, an important reminder is that the OPSC
does track and audit savings. The district should keep detailed records to account for their savings usage. The
OPSC may request, in addition to the Detailed Listing of Project Expenditures, invoices, contracts, and/or docu-
mentation identifying the project savings remaining in the restricted School Facility Program fund.

Finally, with the guidance of the OPSC Fiscal Staff, the district was able to spend and report accordingly. And, as in
some tales, the district and the newly housed school children lived happily ever after!

Re-Designation of Energy Funds

by Don Littlefield, OPSC Project Manager

When modernization funds were exhausted in April of this year
there remained a balance of approximately $5.9 million in mod-
ernization energy funds. Without modernization funds available
for appropriation, the remaining modernization energy funds
would remain untapped. At the same time, energy funds for the
new construction program were nearly exhausted. However, with
$3.2 billion in new construction funding remaining available,
requests were expected to continue including requests for new
construction energy funds.

For this reason, the Office of Public School Construction presented
proposed regulations at the April 2006 State Allocation Board
(SAB) meeting which would allow for the re-designation of energy
funds from Propositions 47 and 55. These regulations were ap-
proved on August 21, 2006 by the Office of Administrative Law and
give the Board the authority to re-designate modernization energy
funds to the modernization fund and new construction funds to
the new construction energy fund. In other words, the Board was
given the ability to fund some modernization projects while also
having the ability to fund new construction projects with energy
efficient components.

At the September 27, 2006 SAB meeting, the Board authorized the
re-designation of these funds. However, new construction fund-
ing approvals at the September Board exhausted all remaining
Proposition 47 and 55 energy funds.

Project Tracking Number
Needed for
All SFP Applications

By Mary Lou Bailey, OPSC Analyst

The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) wants to remind
all school districts that it is necessary to include a Project Tracking
Number (PTN) on all application submittals and for the purposes
of tracking a proposed school facility project. To generate a PTN
number, it is necessary to obtain your district’s code and password.
However, if you do not know the password, you may contact the
OPSC at 916.445.3160 and one of the OPSC staff members will
provide assistance.

Districts may create a PTN through the OPSC Web site at: www.
opsc.dgs.ca.gov, under “Online Applications,” Project Tracking
Number Generator.
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Adjustments to New Construction Baseline Eligibility for
Additional Classrooms Provided After the Baseline

By Masha Lutsuk, OPSC Project Management Supervisor

At the September 27, 2006 meeting of the State Allocation Board (SAB), the Office of Public
School Construction (OPSC) presented regulatory amendments that clarified and modified
the requirements for reporting additional classrooms provided after the new construction

baseline eligibility has been established. The OPSC has done so in response to the requests
from the Board and school facilities stakeholders, which were thoroughly discussed at

several meetings of the SAB Implementation Committee.

The guidelines for establishing and adjusting new construction baseline eligibility are
contained in the School Facility Program (SFP) law and Regulations. The Education Code (EC)
Sections 17071.10 and 17071.30 require an applicant school district to determine its existing
school building capacity which shall be made on a one-time basis and used as the baseline
for eligibility determination for new construction funding. Furthermore, EC Section 17071.75
establishes the formula for calculating the district’s ongoing eligibility for new construction
funding, which shall include any facilities provided from any state or local funding source
after the existing school building capacity was determined. SFP Regulation Section 1859.51
specifies the types of adjustments that are permissible for purposes of calculating ongoing
eligibility for new construction. The proposed amendments presented at the September 27,
2006 SAB meeting modified this and other sections to address the following three issues.
Issue 1: Clarifying language for the required adjustments to the

new construction baseline eligibility

The proposed amendment to Regulation Section 1859.51(i) removes the reference to

EC Section 17071.30, which was not specific and resulted in misinterpretation of the
intent of the Regulations. Instead, the proposed amendment clarifies that the following
classrooms do not have to be reported as additional classrooms provided after the new
construction eligibility has been established:

» State Relocatable Classroom Program portable classrooms,

» Portable classrooms leased less than five years,

» Portable classrooms leased more than five years when needed as interim housing on a
single project (see below),

» Facilities that were built or acquired for certain non-classroom purposes with funds spe-
cifically available for those purposes. These facilities may include regional occupational
centers and programs, child care, preschool and adult education programs.

» Portables counted in a district’s existing building capacity that are subsequently re-
placed entirely with local funds and that are taken out of classroom use (see below).

Any classroom, whether permanent or portable that does not meet any of the condi-
tions listed above, must be reported as additional capacity if it is leased, acquired or
constructed after the new construction baseline eligibility has been established. Since the
existing regulations can be interpreted otherwise and have been interpreted to mean that
no portable classrooms have to be reported as additional capacity, the OPSC proposed to
apply the proposed regulations prospectively for any new facilities for which contracts for
the lease, purchase or construction are signed after the Board'’s approval of these regula-
tions. The Board approved this proposal and will require any school district that signed a
contract for acquisition, construction or lease of a portable classroom after September 27,
2006 to report the classroom as additional capacity provided.

It is the responsibility of each school district to report any additional classrooms that do not
meet one of the exclusion criteria on the Form SAB 50-04, Application for Funding, each
time the district files an application for modernization or new construction funding. Each

additional classrooms needs to be reported only once as soon as the district has signed a
contract for acquisition, construction or lease of the classroom, unless the district plans to file
a new construction funding application for the classroom prior to occupancy of the facility.
Issue2: Portable classrooms leased for more than five years

Currently districts must report portables leased after the establishment of the existing
building capacity once the portables have been leased for five years, whether in a single
lease or cumulative total of several leases. These classrooms are then charged against

the district’s new construction baseline eligibility thereby reducing the district’s ability to
finance future projects to construct actual permanent classrooms. In many instances, it

is conceivable that a project, from conception to occupancy, may take longer than a five-
year period and therefore would require the continuation of the lease for the interim por-
tables. Since the portables are and would continue to be leased on an interim basis, the
classrooms would not be considered provided as required in statute to be charged against
the district’s new construction eligibility. Therefore, the proposed addition to Regulation
Section 1859.51(i)(5) specifies that the five-year lease requirement shall be project specific
and the district shall be eligible to continue to lease the classroom without a reduction to
its new construction baseline eligibility for an additional time period as determined by the
SAB, not to exceed three years. The SAB approved this amendment.

Issue 3: Locally funded replacement projects

Current SFP Regulations require an adjustment to the new construction baseline eligibility
for any classrooms provided in a locally funded project, including the classrooms that
replace existing facilities. School districts were concerned that this policy resulted in the
reduction of eligibility for any future new construction projects and discouraged efforts to
raise local funds for facility projects that districts may have considered outside of the SFP.

In response to these concerns, the OPSC drafted Regulation amendments to accommo-
date locally funded replacement projects without a reduction to the new construction
baseline eligibility. The amendments also require an adjustment to modernization eligibil-
ity for any replaced facilities to ensure that these facilities do not continue to generate
modernization eligibility.

In addition, Staff proposed changes to the financial hardship provisions of the SFP
Regulations that would prohibit districts from seeking financial hardship assistance for a
required period of time following the encumbrance of funds for replacement projects that
are locally funded. This will require districts to consider the need for their matching share

on future SFP projects when making expenditures on replacement projects. The proposed
Regulations recognize that it is possible for a district to have an emergency situation that
requires a facility replacement. In such cases, the Board may determine that the replacement
of facilities with local funds should not preclude the district from seeking future financial
hardship assistance. The regulatory changes presented to the Board apply to both perma-
nent and portable classrooms and facilities. The SAB approved this proposal as well and
determined that a five-year period is most appropriate for a school district to be ineligible for
financial hardship assistance when local funds were used to replace existing facilities.

The SAB has authorized the OPSC to submit the revisions to the SFP Regulations to the
Office of Administrative Law (OAL) for approval. The Regulations are anticipated to be
approved by the OAL in four to six months. To view the text of the proposed Regulations,
please refer to the OPSC Web site. If you have questions about the amendments and how
these provisions apply to your district, please contact your OPSC Project Manager.



Regulations Approved for the Additional
Grant for General Site Development

By Karen Sims, OPSC Project Manager

The regulations for an additional grant for general site development have been approved
by the Office of Administration Law on an emergency basis and are now in effect. The
amendments include an increase of six percent to the new construction base grant
allowance for elementary and middle school and a 3.75 percent increase for high school
projects. Only new school projects or projects that are additions to existing sites acquiring
acreage are eligible. Eligible projects also receive $19,200 ($9,600 State share) per new
acre being acquired. This amount is adjusted annually based on the change in the Class

B Construction Cost Index (CCl). Adjusted to the 2006 CCl, the amount is $26,112 ($13,056

State share) per acre.

Projects funded at the June 2006 State Allocation Board (SAB), and any subsequent
meeting, that meet the requirements are eligible for funding. A mass mailer has been sent
to those school districts that were apportioned at the June, August, or September SAB
meeting that may qualify for the grant. In order to receive the additional grant, school
districts must complete and return the form attached to the mass mailer. If the form is not
returned within the required amount of time, the district may not receive the additional
grant. If a school district has recently submitted an application for new construction fund-
ing, the issue will be addressed in the 15-day letter. The updated Application for Funding
(Form SAB 50-04) including the general site request is now available on the Office of Public
School Construction (OPSC) Web site to be used for any new submittals.

The approved regulations also include a sunset provision stating that the additional grant
for general site will sunset no later than January 1, 2008. This provision allows the OPSC to
complete its analysis on the adequacy of the new construction grants and the impact of
Assembly Bill (AB) 127.

A report was also presented at the September 2006 SAB meeting addressing the issue of a
general site grant for additions to existing projects that are not acquiring acreage. Even though
general site work is often included in these projects, since land is not being acquired, the work
included is typically not as extensive as the work included in new school projects or additions
that are acquiring acreage. The analysis to determine whether the funding provided by the
SFP is adequate for addition projects, including the impact of the grant increases provided by
AB 127, should it be approved, is continuing. Until the study is complete, a recommendation on
whether to provide a general site grant for these projects cannot be made.

Please contact your OPSC Project Manager if you have additional questions or need assistance.

Alternative Education Classroom Loading
and Funding Report

By Eric Bakke, OPSC Project Manager

At the February 2006 State Allocation Board (Board) meeting, the Office of Public School
Construction (OPSC) presented a report on the adequacy of the funding method utilized
under the Alternative Education Program. It was reported that there was insufficient data
to make a determination on the funding adequacy due to the fact that these projects
were still very early in the application/funding process. Thus, the Board directed staff to
bring back a report when the close-out audits have been completed for the projects that
were apportioned. Additionally, the Board requested that the OPSC provide an update on
the current status of the loading standards for the Alternative Education Program.

In August 2006, the OPSC presented such a report and recognized that the loading stan-
dard issue has been in discussions for quite some time and that there is a need to resolve
this issue. However, there are a couple of factors that preclude the OPSC from present-
ing a conclusive recommendation to the Board at this time. Prior to having any further
discussion, Staff must have an opportunity to analyze the information resulting from the
close-out audits.

In addition, the OPSC has dedicated its staff resources on the implementation of Assembly
Bill (AB) 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006. AB 127 has an urgency clause that requires
regulations be ready for implementation in the event the voters of California approve the
bond act in November. Therefore, staff resources have been directed to prepare discussion
items and proposed regulations for Implementation Committee meetings in anticipation
of the November ballot.

Staff did propose to bring the classroom loading standard and funding issues before the
Implementation Committee once staff resources are once again available and there is suf-
ficient funding data to review. So, please check the OPSC Web site in the coming months
to learn when this item will be presented to the Implementation Committee.
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Eligibility of Potential Joint-Use Projects

Brian LaPask, OPSC Project Management Supervisor

The most recent Joint-Use Program funding cycle has come to a successful close with
approximately $35.4 million worth of projects being funded at the August 23, 2006 State
Allocation Board (SAB) meeting! Also, the SAB approved the OPSC's recommendation

to apportion the nine remaining unfunded projects, worth $11.2 million, at a future SAB
meeting with future joint-use bond funds should Proposition 1D pass or via a transfer of
funds from the State Relocatable Classroom Program.

With the possibility of additional joint-use funds being available soon, there are a few
things districts should be aware of in order to apply for any future joint-use projects:

Districts can apply for “Type |” joint-use projects in conjunction with an application for
new construction grants to build a new school through the School Facility Program (SFP).
Type | projects are intended to fund any “extra area” or “extra cost” associated with the
project only.

Eligibility for stand alone or “Type II” joint-use projects is predicated on a district having a
school site that either does not have the type of facility they are requesting, or the existing
facilities are inadequately sized. An existing facility would be considered inadequate if it is

less than 60 percent of the square footage needed to serve the pupils on site.

In order for a district to qualify for a Type Il project, the site where the project is to be con-
structed must be a site that was not newly constructed using SFP new construction funds.
When a district applies for grants to build a new school, the base grants not only include
dollars to build classrooms, but also any minimum essential facilities that a school would
need. For this reason, any potential joint-use project at a site newly constructed with SFP
new construction dollars would be essentially already funded at the time of the SFP new

construction application and would therefore be deemed ineligible for funding.

For more information regarding the Joint-Use Program please visit the OPSC Web site at
http://www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov. You may also contact either Brian LaPask at 916.327.0298, or
via email blapask@dgs.ca.gov, or Randy Laborde at 916.322.9449 or rlaborde@dgs.ca.gov.

CEQA Expenditures, Are They Eligible?

By Joel Ryan, OPSC Auditor

As an integral part of acquiring a site for the construction of a new school, or an addition

to an existing school, California school districts must get a final site approval from the
California Department of Education (CDE). One of the requirements for CDE site approval is
the school district’s completion of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process
before site acquisition. Furthermore, the district may be required to provide evidence of
completed CEQA requirements to the OPSC to assure that the district has made substantial
progress, pursuant to School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation Sections 1859.105(b)(2) and
1859.105.1(a)(2). Along the way, school districts may incur expenses, beyond the purchase of
the site, that are related to CEQA [Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.].

It has come to the attention of the OPSC that school districts would like to know whether
or not the expenditures related to CEQA requirements are eligible under the School
Facility Program (SFP). As long as the expenditures associated with CEQA are not for
services rendered by school district personnel, they are eligible expenditures. When the
school district submits the Expenditure Report (Form SAB 50-06), these CEQA-related
expenditures should be reported on the accompanying Detailed Listing of Project
Expenditures, in the column under ‘Site Support Costs. Additionally, as with any expendi-
ture, the district should keep track of all of the appropriate backup documentation (e.g.,
invoices, warrants, etc.). This documentation may assist the district to later substantiate
the expenditure during the audit close-out of the project.

The OPSC Fiscal Staff aims to assist school districts with questions concerning what project
costs are eligible or ineligible. When these questions arise, school districts that are cur-
rently working with an auditor on an audit close-out may contact that auditor for help.
Otherwise, please contact the school district’s OPSC Project Manager who can help to
address the concern with a member of the OPSC Fiscal Staff.



AS OF SEPTEMBER 27, 2006

Proposition Funds Put to Work

PROGRAM

PROPOSITION 55
New Construction
Modernization
Charter School
Critically Overcrowded Schools
Joint Use

Total Proposition 55

PROGRAM

PROPOSITION 47
New Construction
Modernization
Charter School
Critically Overcrowded Schools
Joint Use

Total Proposition 47

Grand Total - Propositions 55 & 47

BOND ALLOCATION

$  4,960,000,000
2,250,000,000
300,000,000
2,440,000,000
50,000,000

$ 10,000,000,000

BOND ALLOCATION

$  6,250,000,000
3,300,000,000
100,000,000
1,700,000,000
50,000,000

$ 11,400,000,000

$ 21,400,000,000

6

APPORTIONED

$  2,177,018,082
2,232,541,023
267,770,643
1,887,970,777
50,000,000

$  6,615300,525

APPORTIONED

$  6,149,242,840
3,287,993,572
68,399,792
1,641,507,667
49,842,302

$ 11,196,986,173

$ 17,812,286,698

RELEASED/CONTRACTED

$  1,724,206,236
1,784,186,389
19,853,238

0

10,392,376

$  3,538,638,239

RELEASED/CONTRACTED

$  6,096,739,073
3,283,561,966

0

60,088,549
38,528,270

$  9,478917,858

$ 13,017,556,097

Dedication and Groundbreaking Ceremonies

By Darlene J. Newman, OPSC Project Manager

The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) would like to congratulate the following districts for their school

dedication and groundbreaking ceremonies.

SCHOOL DISTRICT COUNTY
Los Angeles Unified Los Angeles
Los Angeles Unified Los Angeles
Hayward Unified Alameda
Merced City Merced
Ceres Unified Stanislaus
Ceres Unified Stanislaus
Desert Sands Unified Riverside
Los Angeles Unified Los Angeles
Los Angeles Unified Los Angeles
Los Angeles Unified Los Angeles
Los Angeles Unified Los Angeles
Los Angeles Unified Los Angeles
SCHOOL DISTRICT COUNTY
Kern High Kern

Kern High Kern

Los Angeles Unified Los Angeles

PROJECT

Central Los Angeles High School #10
Central Los Angeles Middle School #3
Stonebrae Elementary School

Joe Stefani Elementary School

Joel J. Hidahl Elementary School

La Rosa Elementary School

Ronald Reagan Elementary School

Banning New Elementary School #1

Central Los Angeles New Middle School #4
Huntington Park New Elementary School #7

Maywood Academy High School

Wilshire Park Elementary School

PROJECT

Mira Monte High School
Independence High School

Central Los Angeles High School #9

DEDICATION
September 2006
September 2006
September 2006
October 2006
October 2006
October 2006
October 2006
October 2006
October 2006
October 2006
October 2006
October 2006

GROUNDBREAKING
July 2006
July 2006
September 2006

Did you know that you can highlight your district’s new school dedications and groundbreaking ceremonies in

the Advisory Actions newsletter? To have your event highlighted, please notify the OPSC, include all information as
referenced in the table above, and please include the related School Facility Program application number. Submit
this information to the OPSC, Attention: New School Dedications and Groundbreakings.

AS OF SEPTEMBER 27, 2006

Status of Funds

PROGRAM

PROPOSITION 55

New Construction
Energy
Small High School

Modernization
Energy
Small High School

Critically Overcrowded Schools
15% COS Unrestricted Fund

Charter School
DTSC/Relocation
Hazardous Material

Joint Use

Total Proposition 55

PROGRAM

PROPOSITION 47

New Construction
Charter School
Energy

Modernization
Energy

Critically Overcrowded Schools
Reserved

Joint Use

Total Proposition 47

Grand Total - Propositions 55 & 47

BALANCE AVAILABLE

$ 2,482.6

0.0
20.0

9.9
0.0
5.0

283.0

14.1
13.1
2.6

0.0

$ 2,830.3

BALANCE AVAILABLE

$ 11.9

29.1
0.0

11.9
0.0

58.5
0.1

$ 111.5

$ 2,941.8

Note: Amount shown above are in millions of dollars. The SAB approved
$511,207.41 for the Deferred Maintenance Program.



: STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

Regulations Update

Typically, emergency regulatory tracts take approximately 30-45 days to become
an effective emergency regulation after they are approved by the State Allocation
Board (SAB) and prior to filing with the Office of Administrative Law. Non-
emergency regulatory tracts take 120-180 days from the date the SAB approves
the agenda item until the regulation(s) become effective.

The following regulation amendments were approved at the August 23, 2006 State Allocation Board meeting.

Accessibility Requirements and Grants for Modernization Projects

BY KAREN SIMS, OPSC PROJECT MANAGER

At the May 2006 State Allocation Board (SAB) Meeting, the Division of the State
Architect (DSA) presented a report regarding the impact of accessibility requirements
on modernization projects. A summary of this report is provided in Issue No. 3 of the
Advisory Actions. Based on the report, the Board requested that Staff present propos-
als to the Implementation Committee (Committee) regarding the excessive cost grant
for access compliance requirement on modernization projects.

Proposed regulations were presented at the July 21,2006 and August 3, 2006
Implementation Committee Meetings to change the manner in which the exces-

sive cost hardship grant for accessibility and fire code requirements is calculated.
Currently, School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation Section 1859.83(f) stipulates that a
district’s modernization project is eligible for an amount equal to three percent of the
modernization base grant for handicapped access and fire code requirements. Instead
of the current three percent increase to the modernization base grant, Staff proposed
that the excessive cost hardship grant be reviewed on a project-by-project basis and
that the amount of the grant be determined based on the actual eligible hard costs to
complete the minimum accessibility work required as determined by the DSA and the
Office of Public School Construction (OPSC).

This proposal was presented to the SAB at its August 23, 2006 SAB meeting. The SAB
approved the regulations on an emergency basis and modified the OPSC's recommen-
dation by requesting that districts also be given the option of choosing the original
three percent base grant augmentation or the proposal based on the actual minimum
accessibility work necessary as determined by the DSA. The Board also requested that
the grant be revisited in one year’s time.

Some may ask then...

When can | request the grant under the new proposal?
The new option for the accessibility grant can be requested once the emergency
regulations are approved by the Office of Administrative Law (OAL).

What do | have to do in order to request the grant?

In order to request the grant, the Architect of Record must prepare a detailed listing,
including costs, of all of the accessibility work included in the contract documents. The
detailed listing must be submitted to the DSA with the plans and specifications of the
project. The DSA will review the listing and verify the accessibility work included in
the project that is the minimum work necessary to receive approval from the Access
Compliance Unit (ACU) of the DSA. The ACU will approve the listing with a signature
of the DSA or contracted plan reviewer. This listing must then be submitted with your
complete SFP modernization grant request to the OPSC. The Application for Funding

(Form SAB 50-04) has been modified to incorporate either grant option. The OPSC will
review the approved listing and ensure that the reported costs of the minimum work
deemed necessary by the ACU is reasonable.

What if my modernization plans are currently being reviewed by the DSA, can | still
request the grant?

A district may request the grant, however, the detailed list described above must be
provided to the ACU.

What if my modernization grant application has been submitted to the OPSC, can |
still request the grant?

A district may request the grant only if the project application is first withdrawn, re-
submitted to the ACU with the list described above, and then resubmitted to the OPSC
once the list is approved by the DSA and the regulations are approved by the OAL.

How is the proposed accessibility grant determined?

At the time of the conversion from the Lease-Purchase-Program to the SFP, it was the
intent that a portion of the modernization base grant cover access compliance work.
Therefore, when determining the amount of the excessive cost hardship grant for
access compliance, seven percent of the modernization base grant will be considered
available funds for access compliance. The excessive cost hardship grant for access com-
pliance will be the difference of the actual hard costs required and verified by the DSA
and the OPSC subtracted by seven percent of the sum of the State and district share of
the project’s modernization base grant, not to exceed the cap as described below.

Title 24 requires that if the construction cost of a modernization project exceeds 50
percent of its replacement cost, the building must be brought into compliance with
the current building code; therefore, the maximum a school district can receive for
access compliance is the difference between the new construction base grant (which
represents approximately 50 percent of the replacement cost) and the sum of the
State and district share of the modernization project’s base grant.

The chart below illustrates how the excessive cost hardship grant cap is calculated
based on one pupil grant, and how the seven percent is applied:

Calculation of Maximum Grant (Cap) — Based on One Elementary Pupil

Maximum Grant
Allowable for Accessibility
Requirements

State and District Share
of New Construction State and District Share of
Base Grant at 50 Percent subtract Modernization Base Grant  equals

$7,082 $5,098 $1,984
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Examples of Calculation of the Excessive Cost Hardship Grant

If the Minimum Accessibility Work 7 Percent of State and District Share . .
Verified by DSA is: of Modernization Base Grant Difference Excessive Cost Grant @ 100 Percent

$2,000 subtract $357 equals $1,643 $1,643
$2,500 subtract $357 equals $2,143 $1,984 (cap)
$ 350 subtract $357 equals -5 7 $ 0

What if 'm not modernizing my buildings, but rather choosing to replace them in
like-kind as allowed pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.79.2(a)(1)?

A modernization project that consists of replacement in like-kind will be eligible for an
excessive cost hardship grant equal to three percent of the modernization base grant only.

If  have a modernization funding application that was approved and placed on
the “Unfunded List”, can | request the new option for the accessibility grant?

If a modernization project currently is on the Unfunded List and the school district
wishes to utilize the proposed calculation for the additional grant for accessibility, the
district may withdraw the project and re-submit it once the regulations are approved
by the OAL. As a reminder, if the district chooses to re-submit a project, that project
will receive a new date in line.

To view additional information regarding these regulatory amendments, please view the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

For any of your questions, please contact your OPSC Project Manager.




This is the second issue of our supplemental insert providing an update
on the implementation of Assembly Bill (AB) 127. We hope you found

the first issue to be informative. All of the grant and program provisions
contained in AB 127 introduced in the first issue have been presented and
discussed at length at one or more meetings of the State Allocation Board
(SAB) Implementation Committee (Committee). In fact, the implementing
regulations for the following provisions have already been presented and

approved by the Board at its September meeting:

» High Performance Incentive Grants
» Small High School Program

» Charter Schools Facilities Program
» New Construction Grant Increase

The following provisions are still being discussed at the Committee and are
anticipated to be completed in the next several months:

» Seismic Mitigation
» Overcrowding Relief Grant
» Career Technical Education Facilities Program

If you would like additional details regarding a particular provision, the
Committee Issue Papers can be located on the Office of Public School
Construction (OPSC) Web site: www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov. We welcome any feed-
back or suggestions you might have.

and times are set for the workshops.

The OPSC and California Department of Education (CDE) will be conducting workshops in November and December
for theitems approved at the September SAB should Proposition 1D pass. We will notify you once the dates, locations,

K-12 EDUCATION FACILITIES

2006 Bond Proposal

LEGEND PROGRAM
New Construction*
Modernization*
Charter Schools
Career Technical Education
Joint Use Projects

Overcrowding Relief

High Performance Schools

TOTAL

FUNDING PROPOSAL

$ 1,900,000,000 t
3,300,000,000
500,000,000
500,000,000
29,000,000
1,000,000,000

100,000,000

$ 7,329,000,000

*No more than $200,000,000 of the sum of the appropriations for new construction and

modernization shall be used to fund the smaller learning communities and small high schools.

1 Up to 10.5 percent shall be available for purposes of seismic repair, reconstruction, or

replacement, pursuant to Section 17075.10.
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Discussion regarding the High Performance Incentive Grant, Small High School Program, Charter School Facilities Program, and Increase to the New Construction Grant at the

Committee meetings has concluded. Following is a summary of the regulations that were approved by the SAB at its September meeting for these provisions within AB 127:

HIGH PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE GRANT

AB 127 provides additional new construction and modernization High Performance
Incentive Grants in the amount of $100 million for the use of designs and materials
that promote the efficient use of energy and water, natural lighting and indoor air

quality and recycled materials.

The High Performance Incentive Grant will be determined by the High Performance
Rating Criteria (HPRC) point system of the Collaborative for High Performance
Schools (CHPS) which was recommended by the California Schools Workgroup of
the Governor’s Green Action Team to encourage schools built with State funds be
resource and energy efficient. A district can achieve points for a project by meeting
and exceeding the HPRC criteria in the following six categories:

» Sustainable Sites

» Water

» Energy

» Materials

» Indoor Environmental Quality
» District Resolutions

In each of these categories, there are one or more subcategories, referred to as “class-
es’, that contain prerequisites and optional credits. Points are assigned to each credit.
There are 85 total points possible to be obtained. The points are tallied on a CHPS
criteria scorecard. For more detailed information on the HPRC and how the points are
calculated, please visit the Web site: http://www.green.ca.gov/InfoSchools.htm.

Since the High Performance Incentive Grant is an incentive-based grant, the

Board approved covering the entire upfront costs of design and materials of a

high performance school to be shared equally between the State and the district.
The advantage of this option is that upfront costs would be fully covered and the
district would not have to wait for the life cycle (savings resulting from the inclusion
of these high performance attributes) to cover the additional expenses incurred.
This option is also anticipated to result in greater district participation in the use of
designs and materials that include the attributes of high performance schools.

The number of points received for a project will dictate the amount of the High
Performance Incentive Grant. A district’s new school project must meet all prerequi-
sites of the HPRC. In addition, if the project has been accepted by the Division of the
State Architect (DSA) prior to August 24, 2007, the points standard must be within
the range from 28 to 81 points in compliance with the 2002 Criteria Edition of CHPS.
A district, however, may volunteer to utilize the 2006 Criteria Edition of CHPS. If the
project has been accepted by DSA on or after August 24, 2007, the points standard
must be within the range from 32 to 85 points.

The DSA will review the proposed project, and if they concur with the points
specified in the HPRC, for those new school projects accepted by DSA prior to
August 24, 2007, the High Performance Incentive Grant will be determined by multi-
plying the New Construction Grant by:

» 2 percent at 28 points plus 0.06 percent for each point attained from 29 through
33 points; or

» 2.35 percent at 34 points plus 0.24 percent for each point attained from 35 through
40 points; or

» 4 percent at 41 points plus 0.36 percent for each point attained from 42 through
54 points; or

» 9.05 percent at 55 points plus 0.060 percent for each point attained from 56
through 81 points.

For those new school projects accepted by DSA on or after August 24, 2007, the
High Performance Incentive Grant will be determined by multiplying the New
Construction Grant by:

» 2 percent at 32 points plus 0.17 percent for the point attained at 33 points; or

» 2.35 percent at 34 points plus 0.24 percent for each point attained from 35 through
40 points; or

» 4 percent at 41 points plus 0.36 percent for each point attained from 42 through
54 points; or

» 9.05 percent at 55 points plus 0.060 percent for each point attained from 56
through 85 points.

New construction addition projects and modernization projects must meet the pre-
requisites in the categories that are within the scope of the project. In addition, at least
25 points must be earned. The DSA will review the proposed project, and if they concur
with the points specified in the HPRC, the High Performance Incentive Grant will be
determined by multiplying the respective New Construction or Modernization Grant by:

» 2 percent at 25 points plus 0.035 percent for each point attained from 26 through
33 points; or

» 2.35 percent at 34 points plus 0.24 percent for each point attained from 35 through
40 points; or

» 4 percent at 41 points plus 0.36 percent for each point attained from 42 through
54 points; or

» 9.05 percent at 55 points plus 0.060 percent for each point attained from
56 through 81 points.

If there are no funds remaining in the High Performance School Account or the funds
remaining in the High Performance School Account are insufficient to fully fund the
additional grant, the district will be given the option of withdrawing its application
and resubmitting it should additional funds be made available, or continuing with the
project and accepting a full and final apportionment without the additional grant.

Although the Board approved the regulations, a representative from Global Green,
an advocate for high performance measures, proposed additional grants of $50,000
above and beyond the funding approved by the Board for purposes of meeting two
of the following criteria: 1) improved student performance; 2) reduction in long-term
operating costs; and 3) enhanced environmental benefits. Examples of these criteria
include superior indoor air quality, superior daylighting, classroom acoustical perfor-
mance, renewable energy installations, enhanced commissioning, edible gardens,
and participation in the California Climate Action Registry. All of these items except
for the last two are included in the rating criteria of the CHPS. The task force that
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helped develop the High Performance Incentive grant decided that Global Green’s
issues are better suited for discussion with CHPS for consideration. For example,
when these specific criteria are met, the number of points that may be garnered
could be increased, thereby qualifying the project for an increased grant. The board,
however, requested the OPSC reconsider Global Green's proposal and to bring back
a recommendation to the Board.

Concerns were also expressed that the grant being recommended was insufficient
to cover the entire upfront costs. The OPSC agreed to monitor the grant and costs
to ensure that the grant fully funds the high performance measures, and to provide
an update and recommendation to the Board should an adjustment to the grant be

warranted in approximately a year’s time.

SMALL HIGH SCHOOL

AB 1465, Chapter 894, Statutes of 2004 (Chan) created a pilot program within the
SFP that provided districts access to $20 million for the purpose of constructing new
small high schools and $5 million for the reconfiguration of existing high schools
into two or more smaller high schools that would foster academic achievement and
success in a small high school environment. The Small High School Program com-
menced on January 1, 2006 and remains in effect until January 1, 2008.

AB 127 allocates up to $200 million for the new construction and reconfiguration
of small high schools. As a result, an additional funding cycle was created. The
$200 million will remain in one fund for both new construction and modernization
(reconfiguration) to afford more flexibility in the allocation of the bond funds.

Current School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation Section 1859.93.2(c), New
Construction Adjusted Grant for the Small High School Program, requires that:

“The Small High School must be constructed on a stand alone site with no existing
facilities." While the intent of this program was to create self-contained small high
schools, many districts have cited that the inclusion of core facilities renders the fea-
sibility of such construction as cost prohibitive. In an effort to generate more interest
and greater participation in the program, the OPSC therefore recommended, and
the Board approved, regulations modifying the existing pilot program as follows:

» Districts will still be required to build stand alone small high schools on new sites;
however, if the small high school is located adjacent to an existing high school
which includes core facilities, students from the small high school will be allowed
to use those core facilities.

» A district may use a portion of an existing large high school site to build a small
high school if the CDE determines that the creation of the small high school does
not create a school with an inappropriate number of pupils in relation to the size
at either site. The small high school must have a separate CDS code and adminis-
tration but the small high school may share facilities with the existing high school.

» Shared core facilities may include, but not be limited to, multipurpose rooms,
gymnasiums, and libraries. Districts will not be allowed to share administration
and toilet area.

The proposed regulations also modify the limit of $500,000 for the purposes of
reconfiguration of a large high school into two or more small high schools. Since a
high school of 1000 or more pupils must be reconfigured into two or more smaller
high schools, it was determined that is not equitable that a high school that is
reconfiguring into five small high schools receive the same amount of reconfigura-
tion funds as a high school reconfigured into two small high schools. Therefore, the
revised regulations provide that each new small high school created may be eligible
to receive up to $500,000 for the purpose of reconfiguration.

CHARTER SCHOOLS FACILITIES PROGRAM

AB 127 makes modifications to the Charter Schools Facilities Program (CSFP) should
the voters approve an additional $500 million as part of the bond package that will
be presented in November 2006. The regulations approved by the Board contain
eight major areas of interest that were of concern to stakeholders and/or were modi-
fied as a result of AB 127, as follows:

New Construction Eligibility Requirements. AB 127 changes the new con-
struction eligibility requirements for the CSFP. A school district does not have to
demonstrate new construction eligibility in order for a charter school project to be
submitted or apportioned.

Certification Requirements.  AB 127 requires that a district must certify to the number
of district unhoused students that will be housed in a new charter school project. The
district’s new construction eligibility will be adjusted according to the number, certified
to by the district, of the district’s unhoused students that will attend the charter school.
The district will be required to determine the number of district unhoused pupils that
will be served by the proposed project that must be taken as an action item to a regularly
scheduled board meeting. A resolution, signed by a board member, and supporting
documentation will be required to be submitted within 60 days of the district having
been notified by the charter of its intention to apply for new construction funding.

Rehabilitation Component. AB 127 provides for funding to rehabilitate build-

ings that are at least 15 years old. For purposes of the CSFP, the definition of “Charter
Schools Facilities Program Rehabilitation” was presented as being substantially
identical to the definition of work in a modernization project. Rehabilitation work may
include, but would not be limited to, structural changes or other types of work on an
existing district facility that extended the useful life of or enhanced the physical envi-
ronment of the school. A district could apply for funding on behalf of a charter school
or a charter could apply independently as long as there was an agreement with the
district in place at the time the preliminary apportionment application was submitted.

Rehabilitation funding will be based on the square footage dollar amounts currently
used in the Joint Use and Facility Hardship Rehabilitation programs, up to the amount
that would be otherwise be provided for a new construction project. The State will
provide 50 percent of the funding and charter schools will provide a matching share.
To comply with the new law, the preference point system used to score applications
will be adjusted to give preference to rehabilitation projects.
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The facilities to be rehabilitated will be considered modernized. Therefore, appropri-
ate adjustments to the modernization eligibility will be required. If a school site had
not established eligibility, the rehabilitated building would be considered modern-
ized for purposes of future modernization eligibility establishment. For school sites
that had established eligibility, but had not received modernization funds, the
eligibility would be adjusted to exclude rehabilitated buildings. For school sites that
had established eligibility and used a portion of it, the rehabilitation grant would

be offset by the previous amount of modernization funding that had been received.
School sites that had exhausted their established eligibility would not be eligible for
CSFP rehabilitation funding.

Both permanent and portable buildings will be eligible, but if a Minimum Essential
Facility (MEF) such as a multi-purpose room or a gym is reconfigured into class-
rooms, the MEF will have to be replaced with no additional funding. Lastly, any work
done in a rehabilitation project that had previously been placed on the district’s
five-year Deferred Maintenance Plan will have to be removed from it.

Filing Period. Since concerns were raised that charters may need more time to
explore the new rehabilitation component of the law, the filing period was post-
poned to commence 9o days after the passage of the bond act.

Preference Points. The determination of the preference points were revised to
incorporate the statute which requires that consideration be given for the use of
existing facilities. The preference point system was reviewed and each category in
which points can be obtained was modified and capped at 40 points. The number of
overcrowding points that can be garnered, however, is limited based on a percent-
age of the number of unhoused pupils that will be certified by the district as being
housed by the project.

Charter School Agreements. Projects in all rounds of funding will require the
execution of three agreements prior to the release of funds, including design funds.
These agreements include a Memorandum of Understanding between the State,
school district and charter, which outlines the roles and responsibilities of all parties
involved in the CSFP project; a Funding Agreement, which sets forth the repayment
terms of the local matching share amount; and the User Agreement, which is cre-
ated and entered into by the school district and charter school. The first two Charter
School Agreements must be executed by the State; the User Agreement is reviewed

Removal of Funding/Acreage Caps. AB127 removes all project funding caps,
limits on the number of pupils, and caps on the site acreage. The CDE will provide
estimated recommended acreage prior to a charter submitting a preliminary ap-
portionment application. The new law also allows for an inflation factor and other
additional grants afforded to typical SFP funding applications.

Additional Issues. Project savings cannot be used toward the charter school’s
matching share. Also, the law specifies that school districts and charters must
consider existing facilities pursuant to Proposition 39. Therefore, a certification that
the consideration took place has been added to the application for a preliminary
apportionment. A project description will also be required as part of the application
in order to provide a better understanding of the project for both the charter school
and the OPSC. In addition, the definition of “general location” will change to provide
more flexibility, all calculations will be rounded using traditional rounding (“0.5" and
above, round up), and the information collected for the low-income determination
will remain the data that is collected in October and on file with CDE.

A new tie breaker methodology for applications received on the same day, which
have the same number of preference points, was also introduced. The first tie
breaker is to provide the preliminary apportionment to an applicant that had not
been previously funded under the SFP, CSFP or the Charter School Facilities Grants
Incentives Program. Other remaining tie breaker categories to fund applications
that will be used are: preference to the applicant that is using existing facilities, then
those that relieved overcrowding, and finally to a lottery system.

INCREASE TO THE NEW CONSTRUCTION GRANT

EC Section 17072.11 requires the “per-unhoused-pupil grant eligibility” as determined
under subdivision (a) of Section 17072.10 to be increased by seven percent for
elementary and middle school pupils, and four percent for high school pupils, effec-
tive July 1, 2006, resulting in the following new construction grant amounts:

NEW CONSTRUCTION GRANT

by the California School Finance Authority. The required signatories for each agree- ADJUSTED
ment are indicated in the chart below: 1998 1:?;?&:,?'- CURRENT NEW
PERPUPILBASE ~ W/PERCENTAGE 2006 PERPUPIL 2006 PER PUPIL
GRADE LEVEL GRANT IN LAW INCREASE BASE GRANT BASE GRANT

SIGNATORY Elementary $5,200 $5,564 $7,082 $7,579

DOCUMENT STATE SCHOOL DISTRICT CHARTER SCHOOL Middle School $5,500 $5,885 $7,490 $8,015

Memorandum of Understanding X X X High School $7,200 $7,488 $9,805 $10,198

Funding Agreement X X

User Agreement X X

For purposes of these agreements, the State is both the SAB and the California
School Finance Authority.

Apportionments made by the Board beginning with the July 26, 2006 SAB meeting
will be increased accordingly provided Proposition 1D is approved by California’s
voters in November.
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Starting January 1, 2008, the Statute also gives the Board the authority to annually
increase the per pupil base grant amount by up to six percent, or reduce the per
pupil base grant, by an amount determined based on an analysis of the current
costs to build a school. Therefore, to capture the most current costs to construct
schools, the regulations were revised to require school districts to submit data

to the OPSC with the Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) and the
Expenditure Report (Form SAB 50-06) to conduct this analysis. The OPSC is develop-
ing a worksheet to collect this data. The OPSC will present the worksheet to the
Board at a future SAB meeting.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

The information requested on the worksheet will provide the data necessary for the
OPSC to analyze current construction costs. Further, the OPSC will likely recommend
that the Board take into account the current Construction Cost Index (CCl) adjustment
when determining the percentage increase/decrease of the new construction base
grant as the CCl measures the change in costs of labor and materials which will also be
captured in Staff's independent analysis. Concerns were expressed with this approach,
therefore, even though the OPSC will take into consideration the change in the CCl for
that year when making its recommendation, the regulations provide the SAB with the
option of increasing the grant up to the six percent maximum as provided for in the law.

Implementation Committee

MAVONNE GARRITY, ASSISTANT EXECUTIVE OFFICER, STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

The following provisions are still being vetted at the Implementation Committee. Included is a summary of the main issues that have been discussed at the Committee.

SEISMIC MITIGATION

AB 127 provides up to $199.5 million for seismic mitigation of the most vulnerable
school facilities that are a Category 2 building that pose an unacceptable risk of
injury to its occupants in the event of a seismic occurrence. AB 127 provides amend-
ments to Education Code Section 17075.10 and the Facility Hardship Program.

Considerable discussion occurred on the definition of “the most vulnerable school
facilities that are a Category 2 building (based on AB 300 evaluation) that pose an
unacceptable risk”. The Division of the State Architect (DSA) recommended at the
August 18th Committee meeting that a methodology for determining the “most
vulnerable”school buildings is needed. The DSA recommended that the methodol-
ogy: 1) be the state of art for ranking the vulnerability of the building, 2) establish
acceptable analysis procedures for structural engineers to use in evaluating building
vulnerability, 3) establish definitive thresholds that must be exceeded to qualify as
the “most vulnerable” buildings, and 4) not require substantial time or a high level of
expertise for reviewing and approving submitted reports.

In order to develop comprehensive criteria for the most vulnerable Category 2 build-
ings, the DSA informed the Committee that they intend to survey a list of experts in
seismic evaluation of buildings and to assist the DSA with:

» Determining which of the Category 2 structural systems are the most vulnerable
and pose an unacceptable risk.

» Determining the minimum level of horizontal acceleration response of buildings
with short periods of vibration (i.e., a 10 percent chance of being exceeded in 50
years) that must be exceed at the location of the building in order for the building
to qualify for funding.

» Determining a methodology for evaluating the actual strength of the building rela-
tive to the possible lateral loads it must resist (demand/capacity ratio). Then estab-
lish the value that must be exceeded in order for the building to qualify for funding.

» Determining the best methodology for analyzing the demand/capacity ratio of
the building.

Status: It is anticipated that the DSA will present information at the December
2006 Committee meeting to address specific criteria for determining the most vul-
nerable school facilities that pose an unacceptable risk for purposes of establishing
qualifying projects in the seismic program.

OVERCROWDING RELIEF GRANT

AB 127 establishes the Overcrowding Relief Grant (ORG) and provides up to $1 billion
for this purpose. The ORG is intended to provide funding for the creation of addi-
tional open space via the reduction of portable classrooms on overcrowded sites by
replacing them with permanent classrooms at the existing site or the construction
of new schools or classrooms at other sites.

The proposal for the ORG was introduced at the September 7, 2006 Committee
meeting and discussions resumed at the October meeting. There were several main
issues discussed as follows:
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Eligibility to Apply for the Grant

In order to apply for an ORG, a district must have a site that has a pupil population
density equal to or more than 175 percent of the CDE's recommended pupil popula-
tion density for that site. The statute requires that the calculation to determine

the density be reduced to take into account multistory construction and new
construction projects apportioned by the board, including Critically Overcrowded
School (COS) Program projects. This calculation generated substantial discussion.

It was agreed that the approved new construction apportionments to be reduced
from the density calculation will include projects located a certain distance from
the ORG eligible school (one mile for elementary schools and three miles for middle
or high schools). This is based on the criteria used to determine eligibility for the
COS Program. The OPSC recognizes that not all the new construction projects will
address overcrowding relief; therefore districts will have the opportunity to submit
a master plan or other data, such as demographic or attendance information, to
reduce or eliminate the new construction adjustment.

Concerns were also raised with the adjustment to the school site pupil population
density for any approved COS apportionments as some districts participating in the
COS program stated that even though funds have been reserved for their use to re-
lieve overcrowding, the fact that new construction eligibility is required will prevent
the project from being constructed. Since COS projects cannot be withdrawn for
four years, the OPSC agreed to consider the issue.

How the Project Will Relieve Overcrowding

Considerable discussion ensued around providing site acquisition grants to relieve
overcrowding. It was expressed that the statute clearly contemplates students being
moved from overcrowded sites to non-overcrowded sites or new sites to relieve

overcrowding. In the end, site acquisition will be allowed under ORG.

Funding Cycles

Discussion also took place on how ORG projects would be funded. Initially, ORG
funding was being recommended on a first-come first-served basis, however, the
statute contemplated funding cycles by requiring semiannual funding. Therefore,
three separate pots of money will be recommended. The amount of bond funds for
each cycle has not been decided.

Reduction in the Number of Portables in a District

During the discussion on the requirement that districts certify that they will remove
replaced portables from the district within six months of occupancy of newly
constructed classrooms, it was stated that the replaced portables may be moved

to non-eligible sites within the district if the portables are used as childcare or
preschool facilities. It was suggested that portables also be allowed to be used for
administration, storage, adult education, or other non-classroom purposes. These
additional uses will be allowed provided the portables are placed on sites that are
not overcrowded.

Status: Discussion will continue at the December 1st Committee meeting.

CAREERTECHNICAL EDUCATION FACILITIES PROGRAM

AB 127 establishes the Career Technical Education Facilities Program (CTEFP) and pro-
vides up to $500 million for the program. The CTEFP is intended to provide funding
for the construction or reconfiguration of facilities for career technical education.

The OPSC presented a synopsis of the proposed program framework at the August
18,2006 Committee meeting and solicited Committee and audience input. The
presentation focused largely on the facility funding aspect with the understanding
that there was ongoing discussion between OPSC and CDE regarding the integra-
tion of the facility and educational components of the program. The major topics of
discussion were regarding the following:

» Basic Program Components

» Funding Provisions

» Financial Hardship

» Career Technical Education Program Evaluation
» Eligibility Requirements

» Application Process

» Funding Cycles

» Project Priority

Discussion regarding the CDE component of the program occurred at the October
6th meeting. The major topics of discussion were regarding the following:

» Submission requirements
» Application Review and Scoring Process
» Elements of the Project Application, including:
- The Career Technical Education Plan
« Projections of Student Enrollment
« Identification of Feeder Schools and Partners
- Accountability Plan
« Educational Specification and Equipment/Space Requirements
« Budget Justification

» Timelines for Review of the Application
» Fund Release Information

For a more detailed summary of these components of the program, please read
the discussion paper prepared for the CTEFP located on the OPSC's Web site www.
opsc.dgs.ca.gov, under the State Allocation Board link, click on the Implementation
Committee Agenda Item History link.

Status: A meeting including the CDE, Chancellor’s Office of the Community
Colleges, the Labor and Workforce Development Agency, and business and industry
groups will take place on October 23rd, from 1:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m. at the CDE to
discuss the educational component of this program. Parties interested in attending
the meeting should contact Mr. Fred Yeager at fyeager@cde.ca.gov or 916.327.7148.

Continued discussion on this item will occur at the December 1st Committee meeting.
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WATCH FOR... THE NEXT MEETING...

The next Implementation Committee meeting is scheduled for:
Implementation Committee Future Discussion Items
The following items are scheduled to be discussed at the December 1, 2006 » Friday, December 1, 2006 from 9:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. at the Legislative Office
Implementation Committee meeting: Building, 1020 N Street, Room 100, in Sacramento.

» Continued discussion on the following provisions contained in Chapter 35,
Statutes of 2006 (Assembly Bill 127):
- Career Technical Education Program
- Overcrowding Relief Grant
- Seismic Mitigation

» Implementation of Assembly Bill 607, Chapter 704, Statutes of 2006 (Goldberg).
- Discussion on the Emergency Repair Program and standards for good repair.






Where Does All That Bond Money Go?

Beginning in November 2002, four years after the inception of the School Facility
Program in 1998, two additional bonds have been approved by California voters, each
significant in their own right in size and impact on the State. But as we know, numbers
are only ink on a page, it's what those numbers represent that really causes great
satisfaction... quality schools for California’s students. So, legislators, school districts,
consultants, professional designers, lobbyists, State employees, and every other
taxpayer, where did your money go?

In summary, the following detailed list represents districts that have had the following
projects funded out of the last two successful bond measures, Proposition 47 and
Proposition 55:

» 2,089 new construction projects with funding in the amount of $8.3 billion

» 3,238 modernization projects with funding in the amount of $5.5 billion

» 799 critically overcrowded school (COS) projects funded in the amount of $3.5 billion
» 31 charter school projects funded in the amount of $336 million

» 105 joint-use projects with funding in the amount of $99.8 million

This represents a total funding of $17.8 billion apportioned to districts statewide for
California’s children.



COUNTY DISTRICT

Alameda Alameda City Unified
Alameda Albany Unified

Alameda Berkeley Unified

Alameda California School for the Deaf — Fremont
Alameda Castro Valley Unified
Alameda Dublin Unified

Alameda Fremont Unified

Alameda Hayward Unified

Alameda Livermore Valley Joint Unified
Alameda New Haven Unified

Alameda Newark Unified

Alameda Oakland Unified

Alameda Pleasanton Unified
Alameda San Leandro Unified
Alameda San Lorenzo Unified

Alameda Sunol Glen Unified

Alameda County Subtotal

Amador Amador County Office of Education
Amador Amador County Unified

Amador County Subtotal

Butte Butte County Office of Education
Butte Chico Unified

Butte Durham Unified

Butte Manzanita Elementary

Butte Oroville City Elementary

Butte Oroville Union High

Butte Palermo Union

Butte Paradise Unified

Butte Thermalito Union

Butte County Subtotal

Calaveras Bret Harte Union High

Calaveras Calaveras County Office of Education
Calaveras Calaveras Unified

Calaveras Mark Twain Union Elementary
Calaveras Vallecito Union Elementary

Calaveras County Subtotal

Colusa Colusa County Office of Education
Colusa Maxwell Unified
Colusa Pierce Joint Unified

Colusa County Subtotal
Contra Costa  Acalanes Union High
Contra Costa  Antioch Unified

Contra Costa  Brentwood Union

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

61119
61127
61143
31617
61150
75093
61176
61192
61200
61242
61234
61259
75101
61291
61309
75119

10033
73981

10041
61424
61432
61499
61507
61515
61523
61531
61549

61556
10058
61564
61572
61580

10066
61606
61614

61630
61648
61655

NEW CONSTRUCTION

2

OO O ©O U A O O N O = O N O O ©O ©

FUNDING
2,642,614
0
0
0
0
31,358,626
0
8,568,973
0
19,229,091
0
0
7,191,371
13,190,116
0
0
82,180,791
126,458
371,794
498,252
398,574
0
0
438,848
3,753,764
15,578,958
6,584,694
0
9,199,366
35,954,204
0
2,664,639
1,530,050
0
0
4,194,689
409,201
0
4,669,225
5,078,426
587,060
64,197,786
38,501,610

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
6

N 00 N B N N O 0 N O U1 O

$

FUNDING
12,353,766
6,208,203
11,426,263
1,580,203
14,967,310
1,432,817
12,597,416
337,451
13,205,941
3,555,101
2,043,362
72,475,117
15,011,836
27,971,854
0
148,058
195,314,698
0
10,358,464
10,358,464
0
7,844,134
405,098
0
0
13,585,073
585,128
1,230,778
2,071,568
25,721,779
3,047,818
0
4,447,408
0
1,773,235
9,268,461
0
1,227,680
805,473
2,033,153
3,255,817
18,590,894
1,547,720

PROJECTS

o

O O O O O O O O O O O O O O ©O O ©O ©O O ©O O O O O O ©O UL o o o O unu o o o o o o o o o o

cos

FUNDING
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

138,235,583
0
0
0
0

138,235,583

©O O ©O ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O ©O O O O ©o o o o o o o o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING
0 0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
22,351,840
0
0
0
0
22,351,840

O O O O O O ©O ©O ©O ©O O O ©O O 0O O 0O O O O 0O O 0O O O O N © O O O N © O 0O 0o o o o o o o

©O O ©O ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O ©O O O O ©o o o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS

o

o ©O ©O ©O © o o o o o

o O O O O O O O O O O O o o o o w o

- o =

A O ©O ©O ©o o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING

o O ©O O © o o o o o o

622,264
0
1,500,000
1,500,000
0
3,622,264

©O O ©O O ©O O O O ©O o o o o o o o

1,216,925
0
1,216,925

o ©O o o o o

2,829,341

PROJECTS

TOTAL

$

FUNDING
14,996,380
6,208,203
11,426,263
1,580,203
14,967,310
32,791,443
12,597,416
8,906,424
13,205,941
22,784,192
2,043,362
233,684,804
22,203,207
42,661,970
1,500,000
148,058
441,705,175
126,458
10,730,258
10,856,716
398,574
7,844,134
405,098
438,848
3,753,764
29,164,031
7,169,822
1,230,778
11,270,934
61,675,983
3,047,818
2,664,639
5,977,458
1,216,925
1,773,235
14,680,075
409,201
1,227,680
5,474,698
7,111,579
3,842,877
82,788,680
42,878,671
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COUNTY DISTRICT

Contra Costa  Byron Union Elementary
Contra Costa  Contra Costa County Office of Education
Contra Costa  Knightsen Elementary
Contra Costa  Liberty Union High

Contra Costa  Martinez Unified

Contra Costa  Mt. Diablo Unified

Contra Costa  Oakley Union Elementary
Contra Costa  Orinda Union Elementary
Contra Costa  Pittsburg Unified

Contra Costa  San Ramon Valley Unified
Contra Costa  Walnut Creek Elementary
Contra Costa  West Contra Costa Unified
Contra Costa County Subtotal

Del Norte Del Norte County Unified
Del Norte County Subtotal

El Dorado Black Oak Mine Unified

El Dorado Buckeye Union Elementary
El Dorado Camino Union Elementary
El Dorado El Dorado County Office of Education
El Dorado El Dorado Union High

El Dorado Gold Oak Union

El Dorado Gold Trail Union

El Dorado Lake Tahoe Unified

El Dorado Latrobe

El Dorado Pioneer Union Elementary

El Dorado Placerville Union Elementary
El Dorado Rescue Union Elementary

El Dorado County Subtotal

Fresno Big Creek Elementary

Fresno Central Unified

Fresno Clay Joint Elementary

Fresno Clovis Unified

Fresno Coalinga/Huron Joint Unified
Fresno Firebaugh-Las Deltas Unified
Fresno Fresno County Office of Education
Fresno Fresno Unified

Fresno Golden Plains Unified

Fresno Kerman Unified

Fresno Kings Canyon Joint Unified
Fresno Kingsburg Joint Union High
Fresno Laton Joint Unified

Fresno Mendota Unified

Fresno Parlier Unified

61663
10074
61705
61721
61739
61754
61762
61770
61788
61804
61812
61796

61820

73783
61838
61846
10090
61853
61879
61887
61903
61911
61945
61952
61978

62026
73965
62109
62117
62125
73809
10108
62166
75234
73999
62265
62257
62281
75127
62364

NEW CONSTRUCTION

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

1

AN W

o o v o N

51

N WO O O © O »

=

N N O ©O O

w w o

FUNDING
6,334,127
3,833,973
1,378,068

42,850,633
1,005,921
8,057,000

382,491

0

323,751
63,884,108
0
12,841,930
244,178,457
693,773
693,773
51,613
6,053,737
627,227
1,008,936
8,529,496

o © o o o

2,184,164
15,027,509
33,482,682

0
33,130,113
0
85,325,967
5,954,255
934,972

4,267,061

38,487,002
0

921,051
32,934,158
2,479,095
0

1,861,029
13,629,076

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
0

A N O O

45

108

w o = o o wu

FUNDING
0
0
0
2,950,140
3,520,809
101,782,350
0
6,909,607
0
25,398,954
2,001,051
26,743,937
192,701,279
5,496,840
5,496,840
0
0
862,586
0
4,535,443
1,147,396
1,146,409
10,094,505
286,252
1,403,747
0
1,339,431
20,815,769
333,531
0
312,568
6,359,048
373,546
0
403,024
32,494,851
2,686,497
6,465,778
10,419,211
3,459,523
1,200,222
158,944
0

PROJECTS

o

O O O ©O O © ©O & O O O ©O O ©O O O O O O O O O O O O © O © o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o

cos
FUNDING

O ©O O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O O ©O O © O O O ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

36,130,897

o ©O O ©o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING

0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 5,310,746
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 5,310,746
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
2 15,060,478
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0

PROJECTS

o ©O ©O ©o o o o

OO ©O O ©O ©O ©O O ©O O ©O O ©O O o o o o o o =

=

o O O O O W o o o o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING

2,000,000

o ©O O ©o o o o

1,500,000
6,329,341

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

1,882,277

o © o o o

2,789,770
0

o ©o o o

PROJECTS

Ui W

46

21

29
165
10
10

w N

TOTAL

FUNDING
6,334,127
3,833,973
1,378,068
47,800,773
4,526,730
109,839,350
382,491
6,909,607
323,751
89,283,062
2,001,051
41,085,867
443,209,077
6,190,613
6,190,613
51,613
11,364,483
1,489,813
1,008,936
13,064,939
1,147,396
1,146,409
10,094,505
286,252
1,403,747
2,184,164
16,366,940
59,609,197
333,531
33,130,113
312,568
93,567,292
6,327,801
934,972
4,670,085
122,173,228
2,686,497
10,176,599
43,353,369
5,938,618
1,200,222
2,019,973
13,629,076
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COUNTY DISTRICT

Fresno Pine Ridge Elementary

Fresno Riverdale Joint Unified

Fresno Sanger Unified

Fresno Selma Unified

Fresno Sierra Unified

Fresno Washington Colony Elementary
Fresno Washington Union High

Fresno West Fresno Elementary

Fresno County Subtotal

Glenn Glenn County Office of Education
Glenn Hamilton Union Elementary
Glenn Hamilton Union High

Glenn Orland Joint Unified

Glenn Plaza Elementary

Glenn County Subtotal

Humboldt Arcata Elementary

Humboldt Eureka City Unified

Humboldt Ferndale Unified

Humboldt Fieldbrook Elementary
Humboldt Fortuna Union Elementary
Humboldt Fortuna Union High

Humboldt Freshwater Elementary
Humboldt Humboldt County Office of Education
Humboldt Hydesville Elementary
Humboldt Jacoby Creek Elementary
Humboldt Northern Humboldt Union High
Humboldt Pacific Union Elementary
Humboldt Peninsula Union Elementary
Humboldt Rohnerville Elementary
Humboldt South Bay Union Elementary
Humboldt County Subtotal

Imperial Brawley Elementary
Imperial Brawley Union High
Imperial Calexico Unified

Imperial Calipatria Unified

Imperial El Centro Elementary
Imperial Heber Elementary

Imperial Holtville Unified

Imperial Imperial County Office of Education
Imperial Imperial Unified

Imperial Magnolia Union Elementary
Imperial McCabe Union Elementary

Imperial Mulberry Elementary

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

62372
75408
62414
62430
75275
62513
62521
62174

10116
62570
62588
75481
62638

62679
75515
75374
62794
62802
62810
62828
10124
62885
62893
62687
62976
62984
63016
63032

63073
63081
63099
63107
63123
63131
63149
10132
63164
63172
63180
63206

NEW CONSTRUCTION

o o o W

N N O O W O ©O o = O o o o O ©O O ©O O o =

—_

N W o N

FUNDING
0
0
10,329,273
20,860,000
0
0
161,560
1,467,848
252,742,458
10,384,695
0
0
0
613,374
10,998,069

o O ©o o o o

599,786
643,146

0

0

0
1,641,482
0

0

0
2,884,414
0

0
11,174,767
3,979,393
1,261,050
1,392,105
496,633
849,783
12,381,483
1,383,113
4,624,957
740,997

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
1

FUNDING
371,888
2,505,570
11,191,293
3,110,683
5,895,125
616,164
0
0
88,357,466
263,885
1,137,817
2,095,941
1,380,925
0
4,878,568
824,661
24,341,662
0
402,291
657,358
4,462,185
724,374
0
488,858
0
2,997,105
1,547,772
444,484
681,304
1,208,284
38,780,338
2,184,531
5,633,387
3,352,236
1,414,631
4,437,913
1,325,743
7,959,067
108,069
3,016,864
743,435
983,335
304,951

PROJECTS

o

©O O © ©O © ©O © © © ©O © ©O ©O ©O © ©O ©O O ©Oo O O O ©o O o o o o o o o o o o & ©O © © © o o o

cos
FUNDING

o ©O O ©o o o o o

36,130,897

©O O © O © ©O © ©O © O ©O O ©O O ©O ©O ©Oo O ©o O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING

0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
2 15,060,478
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 1,362,964
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 1,362,964
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0

PROJECTS

O O ©O ©O ©O ©O ©O O ©O O O O O O O O O O ©O O O O O O © ©o & O ©O ©O © O O o o

o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING

o ©O O ©o o o o o

4,672,047
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

1,500,000
0
0
1,216,268
1,500,000
0
1,441,050
0

PROJECTS

1
2
17
23

TOTAL

FUNDING
371,888
2,505,570
21,520,566
23,970,683
5,895,125
616,164
161,560
1,467,848
396,963,346
10,648,580
1,137,817
2,095,941
1,380,925
613,374
15,876,637
824,661
24,341,662
0
402,291
657,358
4,462,185
1,324,160
643,146
488,858
1,362,964
2,997,105
3,189,254
444,484
681,304
1,208,284
43,027,716
2,184,531
5,633,387
14,527,003
5,394,024
7,198,963
2,717,848
8,455,700
2,174,120
16,898,347
2,126,548
7,049,342
1,045,948
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COUNTY

Imperial

DISTRICT

Seeley Union Elementary

Imperial County Subtotal

Inyo Bishop Joint Union High
Inyo Bishop Union Elementary
Inyo Owens Valley Unified

Inyo County Subtotal

Kern Bakersfield City Elementary
Kern Beardsley Elementary

Kern Delano Joint Union High
Kern Delano Union Elementary
Kern Di Giorgio Elementary

Kern Fairfax Elementary

Kern General Shafter Elementary
Kern Greenfield Union

Kern Kern County Office of Education
Kern Kern High

Kern Kernville Union Elementary
Kern Lakeside Union

Kern Lost Hills Union Elementary
Kern Maple Elementary

Kern McFarland Unified

Kern McKittrick Elementary

Kern Midway Elementary

Kern Mojave Unified

Kern Muroc Joint Unified

Kern Norris

Kern Panama-Buena Vista Union
Kern Pond Union Elementary
Kern Richland

Kern Rosedale Union Elementary
Kern South Fork Union

Kern Southern Kern Unified

Kern Standard Elementary

Kern Taft City Elementary

Kern Wasco Union Elementary
Kern County Subtotal

Kings Armona Union Elementary
Kings Central Union Elementary
Kings Corcoran Joint Unified
Kings Hanford Elementary

Kings Hanford Joint Union High
Kings Kings County Office of Education

Kings

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

63222

63263
63255
63297

63321
63339
63412
63404
63420
63461
63487
63503
10157
63529
63545
63552
63594
63610
73908
63651
63669
63677
63685
63693
63362
63719
63578
63750
63784
63776
63792
63800
63842

63875
63883
63891
63917
63925
10165

Kings River-Hardwick Union Elementary 63941

NEW CONSTRUCTION

1
17
0

—_

N O ©O O © A O O » O N W

N
- O«

O
- = O O O O N O O = = N N

FUNDING
7,902,628
46,186,908
0
0
0
0
5,186,326
3,715,474
39,374,432
17,364,253
67,987
5,936,203
5,619,561
27,463,025
2,699,290
22,414,082
0
4,611,199
0
0
547,898
0
0
0
0
14,040,913
8,012,395
222,455
6,009,582
8,386,193
1,494,434
6,168,322
0
0
14,792,035
194,126,059
0
0
0
10,410,108
241,737
17,426,052
0

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
1
29

- Ut B o N W

o w o N NN

o O O O O » O N U

52

w N O O

FUNDING
1,366,099
32,830,261
3,251,170
2,715,731
304,271
6,271,172
2,570,182
3,461,911
4,056,399
1,100,371
201,495
1,322,596
0
3,160,867
0
5,155,997
1,571,761
1,215,269
507,071
95,175
263,587
186,583
278,541
6,492,889
5,471,560
0
4,912,298

o ©o ©o o o

550,922
2,201,633
715,427
45,492,535
1,307,056
0

0

288,442
4,083,174
802,879
179,354

PROJECTS

o

O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O © O © O © ©O © ©O ©O O ©O O © O O O ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

cos
FUNDING

O ©O O © ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O ©O © ©O ©O ©O © O ©O O © O O O O o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING
0

©O ©O ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © © © ©O © © © O © O ©O O © O O O ©o o ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o

O ©O O © ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O ©O © ©O ©O ©O © O ©O O © O O O O o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS

0

- = O O

O N O O O ©O O O O ©O O 0O O O O 0O 0O 0O O 0o 0o o o o o o o o v o o

- -

o ©o o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING

0

5,657,318

0

0

726,757
726,757

0

0

4,000,000

O ©O O ©O ©O ©O ©O © ©O © © © O ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o

4,000,000
0

213,470
2,000,000
0

0
0
0

PROJECTS

2
50

A W 0 A O U1 N W W

N WA O

TOTAL

FUNDING
9,268,727
84,674,487
3,251,170
2,715,731
1,031,028
6,997,929
7,756,508
7,177,385
47,430,831
18,464,624
269,482
7,258,799
5,619,561
30,623,892
2,699,290
27,570,079
1,571,761
5,826,468
507,071
95,175
811,485
186,583
278,541
6,492,889
5,471,560
14,040,913
12,924,693
222,455
6,009,582
8,386,193
1,494,434
6,168,322
550,922
2,201,633
15,507,462
243,618,593
1,307,056
213,470
2,000,000
10,698,550
4,324911
18,228,931
179,354
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COUNTY
Kings
Kings
Kings
Kings
Kings

DISTRICT

Kit Carson Union

Lemoore Union Elementary
Lemoore Union High
Pioneer Union Elementary

Reef-Sunset Unified

Kings County Subtotal

Lake Kelseyville Unified

Lake Konocti Unified

Lake Lake County Office of Education
Lake Lakeport Unified

Lake Lucerne Elementary
Lake Middletown Unified

Lake Upper Lake Union High
Lake County Subtotal

Lassen Big Valley Joint Unified
Lassen Johnstonville Elementary
Lassen Lassen Union High
Lassen Richmond Elementary

Lassen County Subtotal

Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles

Los Angeles

ABC Unified

Acton-Agua Dulce Unified
Alhambra Unified
Antelope Valley Union High
Arcadia Unified

Azusa Unified

Baldwin Park Unified
Bellflower Unified

Beverly Hills Unified
Bonita Unified

Burbank Unified

Castaic Union

Centinela Valley Union High
Charter Oak Unified
Claremont Unified
Compton Unified
Covina-Valley Unified
Culver City Unified
Downey Unified

Duarte Unified

Eastside Union

El Monte City

El Monte Union High

El Rancho Unified

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

63958
63974
63982
63990
73932

64014
64022
10173
64030
64048
64055
64071

64089
64113
64139
64170

64212
75309
75713
64246
64261
64279
64287
64303
64311
64329
64337
64345
64352
64378
64394
73437
64436
64444
64451
64469
64477
64501
64519
64527

NEW CONSTRUCTION

0
1

=

o O N N O O U N O

- N O = = o un =

w w N O O A D O O U1 W N

FUNDING
0
1,895,045
3,786,589
0
1,709,685
35,469,215
0
0
4,661,320
223,092
0
0
983,526
5,867,938
0
4,215,482
10,561,134
0
14,776,616
718,440
980,379
18,666,452
80,905,363
0
0
6,777,361
4,081,119
0
0
28,127,212
10,118,924
6,019,820
6,261,047
8,350,810
20,448,348
12,728,943
0
41,080,105
0
8,211,506
10,751,913
1,342,584
1,132,950

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS

1
0

o W W o o0 w o o o

N =
0 O A W O O N

v O N O

FUNDING
444,982
0
5,251,041
635,819
0
12,992,748
778,545
0
0
4,979,258
58,264
2,432,502
1,329,266
9,577,835
650,844
475,189
8,445,563
287,699
9,859,295
0
0
38,169,131
21,681,037
0
26,890,709
2,882,154
0
3,526,506
14,214,111
17,951,277
0
24,363,187
10,934,037
19,054,003
61,935,488
9,107,635
3,463,464
16,908,182
6,882,446
904,589
13,277,617
12,118,862
4,270,171

PROJECTS

o

O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O ©O© © O © O ©O O O O ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

cos
FUNDING

O ©O ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O ©O O © O ©Oo O ©o o O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

3,507,105
0
0

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING
0

O O O O ©O O ©O O ©O ©O ©O N ©O O O O O O O O 0O 0O 0O O 0O O 0O 0O 0o 0o o o o o o o o o o o o o

©O O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O © O ©O O ©O O ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

23,937,392

o O ©O O © o o o o o o

PROJECTS

o O O O A O A O O M O O O O O M O M O O ©O O O

O O O O O O O O O O N O O O O o o o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING

o ©o ©o o o

2,213,470
0
1,525,536

o ©o ©o o o

1,525,536
0
0
2,983,482
0
2,983,482
0
0
0
0
1,500,000

o ©O O ©o o o o o

807,570

o O ©O O © o o o o o

PROJECTS

- O N D

N NN O N W

TOTAL

FUNDING
444,982
1,895,045
9,037,630
635,819
1,709,685
50,675,433
778,545
1,525,536
4,661,320
5,202,350
58,264
2,432,502
2,312,792
16,971,309
650,844
4,690,671
21,990,179
287,699
27,619,393
718,440
980,379
56,835,583
102,586,399
1,500,000
26,890,709
9,659,515
4,081,119
3,526,506
14,214,111
46,078,489
10,118,924
54,320,399
18,002,654
27,404,813
82,383,836
21,836,578
3,463,464
57,988,287
6,882,446
9,116,095
27,536,635
13,461,446
5,403,121
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COUNTY

Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles

Los Angeles

DISTRICT

El Segundo Unified

Garvey Elementary
Glendale Unified

Glendora Unified

Gorman Elementary
Hacienda La Puente Unified
Hawthorne Elementary

Hermosa Beach City Elementary

Hughes-Elizabeth Lakes Union Elementary

Inglewood Unified

La Canada Unified
Lancaster Elementary

Las Virgenes Unified
Lawndale Elementary
Lennox Elementary

Little Lake City Elementary
Long Beach Unified

Los Angeles County Office of Education

Los Angeles Unified
Lynwood Unified

Manhattan Beach Unified
Monrovia Unified
Montebello Unified

Newhall Elementary
Norwalk-La Mirada Unified
Palmdale Elementary

Palos Verdes Peninsula Unified
Paramount Unified

Pasadena Unified

Pomona Unified

Redondo Beach Unified
Rosemead Elementary
Rowland Unified

San Gabriel Unified

Santa Monica-Malibu Unified
Saugus Union Elementary
South Pasadena Unified
South Whittier Elementary
Sulphur Springs Union Elementary
Torrance Unified

Walnut Valley Unified

West Covina Unified

Westside Union Elementary

64535
64550
64568
64576
64584
73445
64592
64600
64626
64634
64659
64667
64683
64691
64709
64717
64725
10199
64733
64774
75333
64790
64808
64832
64840
64857
64865
64873
64881
64907
75341
64931
73452
75291
64980
64998
65029
65037
65045
65060
73460
65094
65102

NEW CONSTRUCTION

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

0
0

©® W W W N U O W o o N

- N =
N = b

- o N BN

o © ©

FUNDING

0

0
21,468,098
4,180,873
0
1,409,006
47,490,097
0

0
19,418,535
0
27,820,652
23,393,947
8,562,755
32,046,506
525,384
44,807,671
17,032,215
346,068,032
245,427,456
0

348,589

0
30,982,100
9,150,069
74,122,789
0
60,968,594
0
9,860,182
0
1,078,686
2,077,827
9,618,775
6,237,217
29,330,715
1,449,163
1,840,254
38,579,440
0
14,295,618
4,295,773
4,709,885

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS

6
12
13
10

1
33

O N O ©O o N U NN

w
©
ENENC BN

Ui N W o W

30

13

FUNDING
9,027,964
14,348,625
44,906,257
12,810,675
339,501
71,749,356
0
2,435,136
766,192
1,470,809
3,134,557
10,041,025
3,130,644
13,863,579
1,638,758
0
29,516,816
1,788,482
707,226,783
6,071,286
12,120,933
6,632,460
44,618,024
3,363,779
60,608,547
1,412,533
10,790,123
22,278,333
15,990,680
7,240,578
30,960,180
2,639,191
39,692,524
2,459,338
0
4,648,864
8,760,120
10,846,329
6,389,535
70,570,649
16,653,933
35,225,403
4,673,693

PROJECTS

o W O O O O O O W O O O O O o o o o

~
N w
- O o o w

o O ©O O ©O O ©O o o o o o o

o ©O o o o o

cos
FUNDING

o O O © O o o o o

8,059,323

o O ©o o o o

65,790,711

0
2,662,922,938
0

0

0

68,672,554

7,748,41

O ©O O ©O ©O ©O M O O O O ©O O ©O ©O ©O © ©o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING

0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
2 24,874,268
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
14 178,208,505

OO ©O O ©O ©O ©O O ©O O ©O ©O ©O O O O ©o o o o o o o o o

O O O ©O O ©O O ©O O © O ©O O O o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS

o ©O ©O ©O ©O O © O = O o o o o o o

o O O w o =

© O ©O O ©O O ©O O ©O O O O ©O o o o o o o =

JOINT USE
FUNDING

o ©O O ©o o o o

1,500,000

o O © O ©o o o o

576,977
0
1,937,439
0

0

0
365,720

©O O ©O O ©O O ©O O ©O O ©o o o o o o o o o

1,500,000

PROJECTS
6
12
16
1
1
34
7
3
1

1,180
22

4

6

44

TOTAL

FUNDING
9,027,964
14,348,625
66,374,355
16,991,548
339,501
73,158,362
47,490,097
3,935,136
766,192
53,822,935
3,134,557
37,861,677
26,524,591
22,426,334
33,685,264
525,384
140,692,175
18,820,697
3,896,363,697
251,498,742
12,120,933
6,981,049
113,656,298
34,345,879
69,758,616
75,535,322
10,790,123
83,246,927
15,990,680
17,100,760
30,960,180
3,717,877
41,770,351
12,078,113
6,237,217
33,979,579
17,957,697
12,686,583
44,968,975
70,570,649
30,949,551
39,521,176
10,883,578
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COUNTY

Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles

Los Angeles

DISTRICT

Whittier City

Whittier Union High
William S. Hart Union High
Wilsona

Wiseburn Elementary

Los Angeles County Subtotal

Madera
Madera
Madera
Madera
Madera
Madera
Madera
Madera
Madera
Madera
Madera

Alview-Dairyland Union Elementary
Bass Lake Joint Union Elementary
Chawanakee Unified

Chowchilla Elementary

Chowchilla Union High

Coarsegold Union Elementary
Golden Valley Unified

Madera County Office of Education
Madera Unified

Raymond-Knowles Union Elementary

Yosemite Union High

Madera County Subtotal

Marin
Marin
Marin
Marin
Marin
Marin
Marin
Marin
Marin

Marin

Dixie Elementary

Lagunitas Elementary

Marin County Office of Education
Novato Unified

Reed Union Elementary

Ross Valley

San Rafael City Elementary

San Rafael City High

Shoreline Unified

Tamalpais Union High

Marin County Subtotal

Mariposa

Mariposa County Unified

Mariposa County Subtotal

Mendocino
Mendocino
Mendocino
Mendocino
Mendocino
Mendocino

Mendocino

Arena Union Elementary
Fort Bragg Unified

Leggett Valley Unified
Mendocino Unified

Point Arena Joint Union High
Ukiah Unified

Willits Unified

Mendocino County Subtotal

Merced
Merced
Merced
Merced

Atwater Elementary
Delhi Unified
Dos Palos-Oro Loma Joint Unified

Gustine Unified

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

65110
65128
65136
65151
65169

65177
65185
75606
65193
65201
65219
75580
10207
65243
65276
73734

65318
65359
10215
65417
65425
75002
65458
65466
73361
65482

65532

65557
65565
75218
65581
65599
65615
65623

65631
75366
75317
73619

NEW CONSTRUCTION

©

o O N O O O &0 O N BN

N
w N

o ©O O ©o o o o o

FUNDING
2,605,682
4,335,322

97,975,623
16,216,115
0
1,526,432,921
0

0

0
5,735,867
0

0
1,845,922
8,372,237
28,883,385
0
9,150,456
53,987,867

o ©O ©O ©o o o o o

419,367
196,439
615,806
4,526,990
4,526,990
601,475

0

45,389
1,405,912
231,158
2,859,003
1,779,932
6,922,869
1,930,244
16,831,203
450,907
12,294,866

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
2
9
3
1
2
855

- W NN

A U1 O A U1 W W

FUNDING
856,887
28,891,988
22,961,872
2,249,332
2,603,666
1,718,940,544
967,043
222,398
1,397,194
662,239
2,828,076
1,293,649
0
167,688
8,550,781
411,015
2,694,290
19,194,373
2,170,429
2,287,287
0
5,309,837
1,416,140
3,971,660
9,736,988
2,870,489
2,507,478
15,429,689
45,699,997
5,619,933
5,619,933
977,701
4,935,953
1,231,665
0
969,797
3,939,682
3,118,235
15,173,033
6,075,954
0
5,325,561
4,037,300

PROJECTS
0

0
0
0
0

764

©O O ©O O © ©O © ©O © O ©O O © O © ©O © O O O O o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

cos
FUNDING

o ©o ©o o o

2,816,701,045

©O O ©O O © ©O © ©O © O ©O O © O © ©O © O O O O o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING

0 0

0

0

0

0

1 227,020,165

©O O ©O ©O ©O ©O © © © © © ©O © ©O © © © ©O ©O O ©O ©O © O ©Oo O O O ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o

©O O ©O O © ©O © ©O © O ©O O © O © ©O © O O O O o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS

o ©O O ©O O ©o o o o o

- -

o N O O O O o

- -

o O O O O O O O O O O O o O N O O o o o o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING

0
0
0
0
0

8,187,706
0

0

0

0
1,098,987
650,611

o ©o ©o o o

1,749,598
0
982,125
539,593

1,521,71

©O O ©O O ©O O ©O ©O © ©O © O © ©O @ o o o o o o o

PROJECTS

10
n
7

45
13
13

(O, I N N N Y

N o wownm

TOTAL

FUNDING
3,462,569
33,227,310
120,937,495
18,465,447
2,603,666
6,297,282,381
967,043
222,398
1,397,194
6,398,106
3,927,063
1,944,260
1,845,922
8,539,925
37,434,166
411,015
11,844,746
74,931,838
2,170,429
3,269,412
539,593
5,309,837
1,416,140
3,971,660
9,736,988
2,870,489
2,926,845
15,626,128
47,837,521
10,146,923
10,146,923
1,579,176
4,935,953
1,277,054
1,405,912
1,200,955
6,798,685
4,898,167
22,095,902
8,006,198
16,831,203
5,776,468
16,332,166

839Vd
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COUNTY DISTRICT

Merced Hilmar Unified

Merced Le Grand Union Elementary
Merced Le Grand Union High

Merced Los Banos Unified

Merced McSwain Union Elementary
Merced Merced City Elementary
Merced Merced County Office of Education
Merced Merced Union High

Merced Weaver Union Elementary
Merced Winton Elementary

Merced County Subtotal

Modoc Modoc County Office of Education
Modoc Modoc Joint Unified

Modoc Surprise Valley Joint Unified
Modoc Tulelake Basin Joint Unified
Modoc County Subtotal

Mono Eastern Sierra Unified

Mono Mammoth Unified

Mono County Subtotal

Monterey Alisal Union Elementary
Monterey Carmel Unified

Monterey Greenfield Union Elementary

Monterey King City Joint Union High

Monterey King City Union Elementary
Monterey Lagunita Elementary

Monterey Monterey County Office of Education
Monterey Monterey Peninsula Unified

Monterey North Monterey County Unified
Monterey Pacific Grove Unified

Monterey Salinas City Elementary
Monterey Salinas Union High
Monterey Santa Rita Union Elementary

Monterey Soledad Unified
Monterey Spreckels Union
Monterey Washington Union Elementary

Monterey County Subtotal

Napa Calistoga Joint Unified
Napa Napa Valley Unified
Napa County Subtotal

Nevada Chicago Park Elementary
Nevada Clear Creek Elementary
Nevada Grass Valley Elementary

Nevada Nevada City

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

65698
65722
65730
65755
65763
65771
10249
65789
65862
65870

10256
73585
65896
73593

73668
73692

65961
65987
66035
66068
66050
66076
10272
66092
73825
66134
66142
66159
66191
75440
66225
66233

66241
66266

66316
66324
66332
66340

NEW CONSTRUCTION

v ©O » W

26

o A N N O U1 O O

N N N N NN O O O w

N
- o N

FUNDING
10,442,659
2,580,110
1,883,988
30,132,555
0
2,647,160
28,780,216
3,297,436
9,216,037
20,964,753
141,452,133
872,637
621,001
0
0
1,493,638
0
9,969,194
9,969,194
12,220,579
0
2,386,610
0
17,160,103
517,652
6,924,162
0
0
0
16,807,727
5,791,137
21,275,397
19,142,748
2,756,136
1,038,696
106,020,946
0
7,451,538
7,451,538
0
908,247
0
0

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
4
1

- o N N N

o o N

26

©o NN

FUNDING
3,572,993
70,811
1,255,565
0
765,046
7,856,435
1,342,182
13,174,098
1,533,583
0
45,009,528
0
1,937,294
80,008
428,075
2,445,377
167,093
0
167,093
2,618,178
7,992,949
0
9,821,653
2,765,792
0
0
53,216,406
2,936,324
3,459,024
12,356,307
3,982,784
1,237,235
1,502,081
1,963,236
1,665,565
105,517,534
1,133,088
1,486,983
2,620,071
531,431
509,987
2,787,968
1,952,367

PROJECTS

o

O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O © O © O © ©O © ©O ©O O ©O O © O O O ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

cos
FUNDING

O ©O O © ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O ©O © ©O ©O ©O © O ©O O © O O O O o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING
0

©O ©O ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © © © ©O © © © O © O ©O O © O O O ©o o ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o

O ©O O © ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O ©O © ©O ©O ©O © O ©O O © O O O O o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS

o O O ©O ©O ©O O ©O O ©O O o o o o o o

- -

OO ©O O ©O ©O ©O O ©O O ©O ©O ©O O O O ©o o o o o o o o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING

O O O ©O O ©O O ©O O O o o o o o o o

1,138,735
1,138,735

O O O ©O O ©O O ©O O © O ©O O O o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS
6

AN

o]
= U W ~» W w

A NN

TOTAL

FUNDING
14,015,652
2,650,921
3,139,553
30,132,555
765,046
10,503,595
30,122,398
16,471,534
10,749,620
20,964,753
186,461,661
872,637
2,558,295
80,008
428,075
3,939,015
167,093
11,107,929
11,275,022
14,838,757
7,992,949
2,386,610
9,821,653
19,925,895
517,652
6,924,162
53,216,406
2,936,324
3,459,024
29,164,034
9,773,921
22,512,632
20,644,829
4,719,372
2,704,261
211,538,480
1,133,088
8,938,521
10,071,609
531,431
1,418,234
2,787,968
1,952,367
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COUNTY DISTRICT

Nevada Nevada Joint Union High
Nevada Ready Springs Union

Nevada Union Hill Elementary
Nevada County Subtotal

Orange Anaheim City

Orange Anaheim Union High

Orange Brea-Olinda Unified

Orange Buena Park Elementary
Orange Capistrano Unified

Orange Centralia Elementary

Orange Fountain Valley Elementary
Orange Fullerton Elementary

Orange Fullerton Joint Union High
Orange Garden Grove Unified
Orange Huntington Beach City Elementary
Orange Huntington Beach Union High
Orange Irvine Unified

Orange La Habra City Elementary
Orange Laguna Beach Unified
Orange Los Alamitos Unified

Orange Magnolia Elementary
Orange Newport-Mesa Unified
Orange Ocean View Elementary
Orange Orange County Office of Education
Orange Orange Unified

Orange Placentia-Yorba Linda Unified
Orange Saddleback Valley Unified
Orange Santa Ana Unified

Orange Tustin Unified

Orange Westminster Elementary
Orange County Subtotal

Placer Ackerman Elementary

Placer Auburn Union Elementary
Placer Dry Creek Joint Elementary
Placer Eureka Union Elementary
Placer Loomis Union Elementary
Placer Penryn Elementary

Placer Placer County Office of Education
Placer Placer Hills Union Elementary
Placer Placer Union High

Placer Rocklin Unified

Placer Roseville City Elementary
Placer Roseville Joint Union High

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

66357
66399
66407

66423
66431
66449
66456
66464
66472
66498
66506
66514
66522
66530
66548
73650
66563
66555
73924
66589
66597
66613
10306
66621
66647
73635
66670
73643
66746

66761
66787
66803
66829
66845
66878
10314
66886
66894
75085
66910
66928

NEW CONSTRUCTION

0
0

o O N O o » unN=

N
a o =

- N B N W O

o o© o©

A O N

=

w o W » O OO0 O N

FUNDING
0
0
7,196,534
8,104,781
27,066,139
11,782,892
0
0
93,267,471
0
0
6,292,162
20,405,851
2,047,037
0
9,373,236
49,630,413
4,080,228
230,182
4,134,393
0
0
0
40,617,036
1,795,038
19,896,066
52,438,576
128,586,511
67,786,392
4,078,584
543,508,208
5,735,968
0
20,396,569
588,402
4,122,089
0
6,471,430
0
7,717,208
45,099,935
46,843,889
6,864,695

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
2

- OV U1 N N N O o O

w o N OV o U o

20

16
12

21

N oW NN

FUNDING
7,458,553
110,815
0
13,351,121
13,340,733
48,718,783
9,025,447
10,112,023
30,466,189
12,896,407
17,209,141
10,778,638
58,882,647
3,424,548
16,956,060
10,029,020
7,166,139
3,540,560
3,149,885
12,999,876
3,255,924
79,068,160
8,691,350
0
3,580,286
49,077,594
23,808,440
52,381,918
28,654,653
0
517,214,421
1,326,193
848,244
0
567,346
1,682,831
452,602
0
363,477
10,723,381
474,771
3,819,458
3,637,230

PROJECTS

o

©O O ©O O © ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O VvV O © N © O ©Oo O O O © O O O O o o o o o o o o o o o N o o o

cos
FUNDING

o ©o o o

26,012,025

©O O ©O O ©O O ©O ©O O O ©O O O O o o o o o o o o

222,764,718
0
0
248,776,743

©O O ©O O © O ©o o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING
0

O ©O ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O ©O O © O ©o O ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

O ©O ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O ©O O © O ©Oo O ©o o O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

5,560,948
0
0

PROJECTS

o U1 O O O o o

O O O ©O O ©O ©O ©O O ’» O O O ©O O O O 0O O 0O 0O 0O 0o 0o o o o o o o o N~

JOINT USE
FUNDING

0
0
0
0
0
3,116,267

0

1,500,000
857,191

O O O ©O ©O ©O O ©O O ©O O O o o o o o o o o o

5,473,458

o O O © O o o o o

931,909
0
2,000,000

PROJECTS

2
1
1
10
13
16

N O W N o Ui O

TOTAL

FUNDING
7,458,553
110,815
7,196,534
21,455,902
66,418,897
63,617,942
9,025,447
11,612,023
124,590,851
12,896,407
17,209,141
17,070,800
79,288,498
5,471,585
16,956,060
19,402,256
56,796,552
7,620,788
3,380,067
17,134,269
3,255,924
79,068,160
8,691,350
40,617,036
5,375,324
68,973,660
76,247,016
403,733,147
96,441,045
4,078,584
1,314,972,830
7,062,161
848,244
20,396,569
1,155,748
5,804,920
452,602
6,471,430
363,477
18,440,589
52,067,563
50,663,347
12,501,925
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COUNTY DISTRICT
Placer Tahoe-Truckee Unified
Placer Western Placer Unified

Placer County Subtotal

Plumas Plumas Unified

Plumas County Subtotal

Riverside Alvord Unified

Riverside Banning Unified

Riverside Beaumont Unified

Riverside California School for the Deaf - Riverside

Riverside Coachella Valley Unified

Riverside Corona-Norco Unified
Riverside Desert Sands Unified
Riverside Hemet Unified

Riverside Jurupa Unified

Riverside Lake Elsinore Unified
Riverside Menifee Union Elementary
Riverside Moreno Valley Unified
Riverside Murrieta Valley Unified
Riverside Nuview Union

Riverside Palm Springs Unified
Riverside Palo Verde Unified
Riverside Perris Elementary
Riverside Perris Union High
Riverside Riverside County Office of Education

Riverside Riverside Unified

Riverside Romoland Elementary
Riverside San Jacinto Unified
Riverside Temecula Valley Unified

Riverside Val Verde Unified

Riverside County Subtotal

Sacramento  Arcohe Union Elementary
Sacramento  Center Unified

Sacramento  Elk Grove Unified
Sacramento  Elverta Joint Elementary
Sacramento  Folsom-Cordova Unified
Sacramento  Galt Joint Union Elementary
Sacramento  Galt Joint Union High
Sacramento  Grant Joint Union High
Sacramento  Natomas Unified
Sacramento  North Sacramento Elementary
Sacramento  Rio Linda Union Elementary
Sacramento  Robla Elementary

Sacramento  Sacramento City Unified

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

66944
66951

66969

66977
66985
66993
31625
73676
67033
67058
67082
67090
75176
67116
67124
75200
67157
67173
67181
67199
67207
10330
67215
67231
67249
75192
75242

67280
73973
67314
67322
67330
67348
67355
67363
75283
67397
67405
67421
67439

NEW CONSTRUCTION

5
3
M
0
0
22

- w » O

N ©O ©O © o »

FUNDING
21,824,028
30,626,044

196,290,257
0

0
73,694,672
1,034,029
35,325,865
0
14,004,835
184,207,049
42,953,536
79,707,025
36,479,291
192,706,158
21,651,754
32,673,559
40,257,081
0
15,882,394
0
29,289,464
49,754,239
22,017,542
47,923,893
25,846,468
55,006,953
227,253,318
310,748,381
1,538,417,506
6,383,463
34,463,054
179,592,878
0
18,616,018
14,538,756
6,085,011
22,509,678
53,743,756
0

0

0
27,227,605

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
8
0
28

N © W O O © N U1 = O O u o o

- -

o N W

44

FUNDING
7,361,669
0
31,257,202
2,767,447
2,767,447
16,667,605
0
0
8,843,429
4,686,097
10,753,044
9,460,633
16,183,970
13,440,833
8,364,474
0
3,243,759
663,760
480,782
5,477,846
1,930,136
0
3,680,945
0
26,023,302
1,079,331
7,047,117
910,770
1,705,666
140,643,499
0
569,757
9,860,865
1,079,706
8,223,680
296,590
0
1,296,356
2,950,328
955,601
2,151,787
306,080
117,304,423

PROJECTS

o

O O O O O O O O O ©O W O O N O O O O N © O O O O O O O 0O 0O 0O O 0O 0o 0o 0o o o o o o o o

cos

FUNDING

O O ©O O ©O ©O ©O ©O © ©O © O ©o o o o o o o o o o o o

23,847,252
0
0
0
0
23,847,252
0
0
36,011,529

o ©O O ©O O ©o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING

0 0

0 0

1 5,560,948

O O O O O ©O O ©O O © N O O O O O O O O 0O O 0O O 0O O 0O 0O 0O 0o 0o o o o o o o o o o o

15,382,11

O ©O O ©O ©O © ©O © © © N O O O O O O ©O O ©O O ©O O ©o O O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS

O O O ©O O © N N O O o u =

- o =

O O N O O O O ©O O O O O O ’W O 0O O 0O O o o o o o v o o

JOINT USE

FUNDING

972,905
4,425,469
8,330,283

0

0

1,930,108
1,520,465

o ©O o o o o

550,400
0
1,500,000
0

0
856,884

o ©O O ©O O ©o o o o o

6,357,857

o O ©O O © o o o o o

979,055
0
0

PROJECTS

46

TOTAL

FUNDING
30,158,602
35,051,513

241,438,690
2,767,447
2,767,447

92,292,385
2,554,494
35,325,865
8,843,429
18,690,932
194,960,093
52,414,169
95,890,995
50,470,524
201,070,632
23,151,754
35,917,318
40,920,841
1,337,666
21,360,240
1,930,136
29,289,464
53,435,184
22,017,542
97,794,447
26,925,799
62,054,070

228,164,088

312,454,047

1,709,266,114
6,383,463
35,032,811

240,847,384

1,079,706
26,839,698
14,835,346
6,085,011
23,806,034
56,694,084
955,601
3,130,842
306,080
144,532,028
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COUNTY DISTRICT
Sacramento  Sacramento County Office of Education
Sacramento  San Juan Unified

Sacramento County Subtotal

San Benito Aromas-San Juan
San Benito North County Joint Union Elementary
San Benito San Benito High

San Benito County Subtotal

San Bernardino Adelanto Elementary

San Bernardino Alta Loma Elementary

San Bernardino Apple Valley Unified

San Bernardino Bear Valley Unified

San Bernardino Chaffey Joint Union High
San Bernardino Chino Valley Unified

San Bernardino Colton Joint Unified

San Bernardino Cucamonga Elementary
San Bernardino Etiwanda Elementary

San Bernardino Fontana Unified

San Bernardino Hesperia Unified

San Bernardino Morongo Unified

San Bernardino Mountain View Elementary
San Bernardino Mt. Baldy Joint Elementary
San Bernardino Needles Unified

San Bernardino Ontario-Montclair

San Bernardino Redlands Unified

San Bernardino Rialto Unified

San Bernardino Rim Of The World Unified
San Bernardino San Bernardino City Unified
San Bernardino San Bernardino County Office of Ed
San Bernardino Snowline Joint Unified

San Bernardino Upland Unified

San Bernardino Victor Elementary

San Bernardino Victor Valley Union High
San Bernardino Yucaipa-Calimesa Joint Unified
San Bernardino County Subtotal

San Diego Alpine Union

San Diego Bonsall Union Elementary
San Diego Borrego Springs Unified
San Diego Cajon Valley Union Elementary
San Diego Cardiff Elementary

San Diego Carlsbad Unified

San Diego Chula Vista Elementary

San Diego Coronado Unified

San Diego Dehesa

10348
67447

75259
67504
67538

67587
67595
75077
67637
67652
67678
67686
67694
67702
67710
75044
67777
67785
67793
67801
67819
67843
67850
67868
67876
10363
73957
75069
67918
67934
67959

67967
67975
67983
67991
68007
73551
68023
68031
68049

NEW CONSTRUCTION

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

1
0
51

- -

O 0o © v o o

o N O

22

64
132

13

374

FUNDING

3,892,486
0
367,052,704
0

0
7,954,633
7,954,633
51,965,675
0
17,251,499
0
58,119,075
33,021,753
17,471,914
0
25,062,604
203,683,320
15,539,785
0
4,901,687
0

474,969
61,089,217
24,609,995
32,298,711
0
73,571,161
93,064,647
11,025,828
17,335,993
14,660,816
44,394,585
52,638,306
852,181,540
0
6,962,410
0
23,909,914
0
30,656,203
39,464,258
0

0

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS

1
30
103

- N OO N =2 N O W w o

o w o »

FUNDING

143,346
17,430,341
162,568,860
2,646,201
2,305,946
0
4,952,147
660,352
4,449,132
6,960,880
1,719,231
7,460,693
13,775,432
16,314,985
570,346
1,222,451
0

0
2,585,616
0

66,300
1,125,675
50,073,836
35,626,502
8,948,666
5,461,632
52,854,261
0

0
29,399,543
409,396
15,572,263
11,733,849
266,991,041
1,720,045
0

541,766
7,244,778
1,745,412
1,876,143
9,785,261
8,997,303
416,673

PROJECTS

o

O O O O O O O O O O O O O O ©O ©O ©O ©O ©O O ©O ©O O O O O O O 0O O b O 0o 0O 0o o o o o o w o

FUNDING
0
0
36,011,529

©O O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © © © O © ©O ©O ©O © O O O O O ©Oo O ©Oo o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS

CHARTER SCHOOL
FUNDING

0 0
0 0
2 15,382,112
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 6,556,218
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 6,556,218
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0

PROJECTS

O O O O O O O ©O O O O O 0O 0O 0O 0o O 0o o o o o o N o o

- ©O ©O © = O O o o o o =

o ©o ©o o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING

0

979,055

O O O ©O O ©O O ©O O ©O O O O O o o o o o o o o o

1,500,000
0
0
0
0
0
0

1,500,000
0
0
0
1,500,000
0

o ©o o o

PROJECTS

2
30
161

110
132

TOTAL

FUNDING
4,035,832
17,430,341
581,994,260
2,646,201
2,305,946
7,954,633
12,906,780
52,626,027
4,449,132
24,212,379
1,719,231
65,579,768
46,797,185
33,786,899
570,346
26,285,055
203,683,320
22,096,003
2,585,616
4,901,687
66,300
1,600,644
111,163,053
60,236,497
41,247,377
5,461,632
127,925,422
93,064,647
11,025,828
46,735,536
15,070,212
59,966,848
64,372,155
1,127,228,799
1,720,045
6,962,410
541,766
32,654,692
1,745,412
32,532,346
49,249,519
8,997,303
416,673
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COUNTY DISTRICT

San Diego Del Mar Union

San Diego Encinitas Union Elementary
San Diego Escondido Union Elementary
San Diego Escondido Union High

San Diego Fallbrook Union Elementary
San Diego Fallbrook Union High

San Diego Grossmont Union High

San Diego Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary
San Diego La Mesa-Spring Valley

San Diego Lakeside Union Elementary
San Diego Lemon Grove Elementary
San Diego Mountain Empire Unified
San Diego National

San Diego Oceanside City Unified

San Diego Poway Unified

San Diego Ramona Unified

San Diego San Diego City Unified

San Diego San Diego County Office of Education
San Diego San Dieguito Union High
San Diego San Marcos Unified

San Diego San Ysidro Elementary

San Diego Solana Beach Elementary
San Diego Sweetwater Union High
San Diego Valley Center-Pauma

San Diego Vista Unified

San Diego Warner Unified

San Diego County Subtotal

San Francisco  San Francisco Unified

San Francisco County Subtotal

San Joaquin  Escalon Unified

San Joaquin  Jefferson Elementary

San Joaquin  Lammersville Elementary
San Joaquin  Lincoln Unified

San Joaquin  Linden Unified

San Joaquin  Lodi Unified

San Joaquin  Manteca Unified

San Joaquin  New Hope Elementary

San Joaquin  New Jerusalem Elementary
San Joaquin  Oak View Union Elementary
San Joaquin  Ripon Unified

San Joaquin  San Joaquin County Office of Education
San Joaquin  Stockton Unified

San Joaquin  Tracy Joint Unified

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

68056
68080
68098
68106
68114
68122
68130
68155
68197
68189
68205
68213
68221
73569
68296
68304
68338
10371
68346
73791
68379
68387
68411
75614
68452
75416

68478

68502
68544
68551
68569
68577
68585
68593
68619
68627
68635
68650
10397
68676
75499

NEW CONSTRUCTION

3
1
4

©® O ©O O © O ©o o o o =

=

w Nouou;

17

N O 0o A O O O

FUNDING
23,379,597
2,090,676
33,036,031
5,511,701

o ©O O o o o o

232,312

0
43,057,854
64,545,125
30,041,391
20,466,574
9,888,207
47,027,537
18,383,744
27,099,340
26,194,404
113,141,516
5,744,959
41,028,041
0
611,861,794
12,933,231
12,933,231
0
10,502,142
4,634,343
6,546,429
0
81,359,189
69,855,201
0

0

0
6,949,454
19,351,644
54,146,830
21,741,429

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
0
0
10

A OO O U b

176

FUNDING
0
0
14,282,809
0
10,720,366
1,663,359
82,921,093
1,598,557
13,260,241
50,142
4,169,964
1,457,960
4,385,482
3,552,694
25,483,743
6,008,619
294,518,943
0
6,269,024
2,870,753
0
0
106,169,892
2,906,363
17,136,519
1,281,957
633,035,861
20,657,620
20,657,620
0
0
304,505
8,614,976
737,147
2,967,985
4,938,872
1,864,819
551,790
479,484
1,640,917
2,470,716
26,535,997
923,016

PROJECTS

o O O O O LU O O O O O O O O O O O o o N o o

L O o o =

O ©O O ©O ©O ©O O ©o o o o o o o

cos
FUNDING
0
0
36,333,659

o O ©O O ©O O ©O o o o o o o

109,136,654

o ©o ©o o o

6,847,903

0

0

0
152,318,216
38,982,857
38,982,857

O ©O O ©O ©O ©O O ©o o o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING
0

OO ©O O ©O ©O ©O O ©O O ©O O ©O O O O © O o o o o o o o o o

- -

o ©O O ©O ©O © o o o o o o

O ©O O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O O ©o O ©o o o o o o o o o o o o

14,124,484
14,124,484

O ©O O ©O O © O o o o o o

20,811,386
0

PROJECTS
0

o o© ©

O O O O O O O O N O O O O O O o o o =

o O U O o =

=

O O O O O O O N O W o o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING

o ©o o o

1,500,000

o O ©O O ©o o o o o

910,311
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

1,709,585
0

0
5,619,896
0

0

686,339

0

0

0
3,292,672
0
2,000,000

o ©O O ©o o o o

PROJECTS
3
1
16

ENV I NI N

22

TOTAL

FUNDING
23,379,597
2,090,676
83,652,499
5,511,701
12,220,366
1,663,359
82,921,093
1,598,557
13,260,241
50,142
4,169,964
1,690,272
4,385,482
46,610,548
90,939,179
36,050,010
424,122,171
9,888,207
53,296,561
21,254,497
27,099,340
26,194,404
226,159,310
10,360,907
58,164,560
1,281,957
1,402,835,766
86,698,192
86,698,192
686,339
10,502,142
4,938,848
15,161,405
4,029,819
84,327,174
76,794,073
1,864,819
551,790
479,484
8,590,371
21,822,360
101,494,213
22,664,445
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COUNTY DISTRICT

San Joaquin County Subtotal

San Luis Obispo Atascadero Unified

San Luis Obispo Cayucos Elementary

San Luis Obispo Coast Unified

San Luis Obispo Lucia Mar Unified

San Luis Obispo Paso Robles Joint Unified

San Luis Obispo San Luis Obispo County Office of Ed.
San Luis Obispo San Miguel Joint Union Elementary
San Luis Obispo County Subtotal

San Mateo Belmont-Redwood Shores Elementary
San Mateo Brisbane Elementary

San Mateo Burlingame Elementary

San Mateo Cabrillo Unified

San Mateo Hillsborough City

San Mateo Jefferson Elementary

San Mateo Jefferson Union High

San Mateo Las Lomitas Elementary

San Mateo Pacifica

San Mateo Ravenswood City Elementary
San Mateo San Bruno Park Elementary
San Mateo San Carlos Elementary

San Mateo San Mateo County Office of Education
San Mateo San Mateo Union High

San Mateo San Mateo-Foster City

San Mateo Sequoia Union High

San Mateo County Subtotal

Santa Barbara Buellton Union Elementary
Santa Barbara Carpinteria Unified

Santa Barbara Cuyama Joint Unified

Santa Barbara Guadalupe Union Elementary
Santa Barbara Hope Elementary

Santa Barbara Lompoc Unified

Santa Barbara Santa Barbara Elementary
Santa Barbara Santa Barbara High

Santa Barbara Santa Maria Joint Union High
Santa Barbara Santa Maria-Bonita

Santa Barbara County Subtotal

SantaClara  Alum Rock Union Elementary
SantaClara  Berryessa Union Elementary
SantaClara ~ Cambrian Elementary
SantaClara ~ Campbell Union Elementary
SantaClara  Campbell Union High

SantaClara  Cupertino Union

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

68700
68726
75465
68759
75457
10405
68825

68866
68874
68882
68890
68908
68916
68924
68957
68932
68999
69013
69021
10413
69047
69039
69062

69138
69146
75010
69203
69211
69229
69278
69286
69310
69120

69369
69377
69385
69393
69401
69419

NEW CONSTRUCTION

60
0
0
1

o ©O ©O ©O O o o o o

o o =

=

- © o

o ©o o o

13

o ©o ©o o o

FUNDING
275,086,660
0
0
9,374,501
21,676,354
4,233,955
30,853,492
7,687,463
73,825,765

o ©O O ©O O o o o o

3,248,737
0

0
1,663,407
1,422,735
0
9,897,707
16,232,586
3,092,416
0

0
1,163,417
0

0

0

0
29,046,077
100,178,062
133,479,972
1,322,400
0

o ©o o o

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
53
1

- w U W o = o o o

=

o =
- A O O O O N B BN N O W

o U1 VO U1 W N N N O

59

FUNDING
52,030,224
3,133,250
0
0
0
453,337
584,890
0
4,171,477
5,163,211
2,370,958
542,965
455,600
2,764,611
11,107,699
3,303,097
3,093,771
4,724,608
2,915,030
1,469,096
5,923,754
0
0
10,278,262
5,690,977
59,803,639
0
490,584
992,995
331,249
3,074,186
38,158,396
10,751,014
38,954,037
0
12,913,890
105,666,351
0
12,629,585
7,966,569
2,133,878
30,912,486
36,718,243

PROJECTS

o

©O O © ©O © ©O © © © ©O © O ©O ©O © ©O© ©O ©O ©O O O O © O O O O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

cos
FUNDING

©O O ©O O © ©O © © © ©O © O © ©O © ©O © O ©O O O O O O ©o O O O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING
1 20,811,386

© O ©O ©O ©O ©O © © © © © ©O © ©O © © © ©O ©O O ©O ©O © O ©o ©o O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

©O O © ©O © ©O © © © ©O © O ©O ©O © ©O© ©O ©O ©O O O O © O O O O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS

o N O

N ©O O ©O ©O © ©O ©O ©O © O N ©O O O O O W o o o =

o ©O ©O ©O ©O ©o o o o =

- o =

o ©o o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING
5,979,011
0
0
0
2,000,000
0
0
0
2,000,000
0
0
0
0
0
2,071,031
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
2,071,031
1,063,800
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1,063,800
0
1,500,000
0
0
0
0

PROJECTS

120
1
2

=

© N U~ NN 0 W

TOTAL

FUNDING
353,907,281
3,133,250
0
9,374,501
23,676,354
4,687,292
31,438,382
7,687,463
79,997,242
5,163,211
2,370,958
542,965
455,600
2,764,611
13,178,730
3,303,097
3,093,771
4,724,608
6,163,767
1,469,096
5,923,754
1,663,407
1,422,735
10,278,262
15,588,684
78,107,256
4,156,216
490,584
992,995
1,494,666
3,074,186
38,158,396
10,751,014
38,954,037
29,046,077
113,091,952
240,210,123
1,322,400
14,129,585
7,966,569
2,133,878
30,912,486
36,718,243
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COUNTY

Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara

Santa Clara

DISTRICT

East Side Union High

Evergreen Elementary
Franklin-McKinley Elementary
Fremont Union High

Gilroy Unified

Loma Prieta Joint Union Elementary
Los Altos Elementary

Los Gatos Union Elementary

Los Gatos-Saratoga Joint Union High
Luther Burbank Elementary

Morgan Hill Unified

Mountain View-Los Altos Union

Oak Grove Elementary

Palo Alto Unified

San Jose Unified

Santa Clara County Office of Education
Santa Clara Unified

Saratoga Union Elementary

Sunnyvale Elementary

Santa Clara County Subtotal

Santa Cruz
Santa Cruz
Santa Cruz
Santa Cruz
Santa Cruz
Santa Cruz
Santa Cruz

Santa Cruz

Live Oak Elementary

Mountain Elementary

Pajaro Valley Unified

San Lorenzo Valley Unified

Santa Cruz City Elementary

Santa Cruz City High

Santa Cruz County Office of Education

Soquel Union Elementary

Santa Cruz County Subtotal

Shasta
Shasta
Shasta
Shasta
Shasta
Shasta
Shasta
Shasta
Shasta
Shasta
Shasta
Shasta
Shasta
Shasta

Anderson Union High

Bella Vista Elementary

Black Butte Union Elementary
Cascade Union Elementary
Columbia Elementary
Cottonwood Union Elementary
Enterprise Elementary

Fall River Joint Unified
Gateway Unified

Grant Elementary

Happy Valley Union Elementary
Igo, Ono, Platina Union Elementary
Millville Elementary

Pacheco Union Elementary

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

69427
69435
69450
69468
69484
69500
69518
69526
69534
69542
69583
69609
69625
69641
69666
10439
69674
69682
69690

69765
69773
69799
69807
69815
69823
10447
69849

69856
69872
69880
69914
69948
69955
69971
69989
75267
70003
70011
70029
70052
70094

NEW CONSTRUCTION

1
14

A O N

O O O N w o O O w o o o o =

w
- O O O W = O O N O d» O = O O O W o o o

o ©o o o

FUNDING
16,365,519
15,233,088

6,755,782
0
18,911,531
573,231

0

0

0

0
19,510,844
0

0

0
9,975,785
2,994,531
0

0

0
91,642,711
0

0
27,891,523
0

0

0
1,212,394
0
29,103,917
0
2,161,327
0

0

648,711
7,958,551
0

0

0
4,248,830
0

0
0
0

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
6

16

10

FUNDING
20,768,633
10,978,321
14,561,732

191,323
16,445,084
1,152,474
11,112,774
8,588,999
9,701,940
2,418,793
13,019,473
769,998
24,593,224
6,832,578
17,113,500
2,430,820
10,634,116
3,701,005
4,105,058
269,480,606
2,592,657
419,415
7,914,415
5,806,541
6,356,179
20,158,062
0
3,903,201
47,150,470
3,242,365
1,964,406
765,715
1,862,912
473,416
1,647,177
276,686
83,298
8,643,299
623,153
2,134,698
469,802
487,069
2,039,823

PROJECTS

o

O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O © O © O © ©O © ©O ©O O ©O O © O O O ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

cos
FUNDING

O ©O O © ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O ©O © ©O ©O ©O © O ©O O © O O O O o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING
0

©O ©O ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © © © ©O © © © O © O ©O O © O O O ©o o ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o

O ©O O © ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O ©O © ©O ©O ©O © O ©O O © O O O O o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS
0

o o© ©

O O O O O O O ©O O ©O O ©O O 0O 0O 0O O 0O 0O o o o ©Oo & O O O O O O O O N O O © O O

JOINT USE
FUNDING

0
0
0
0

1,377,201

o ©o ©o o o

1,000,000

o ©O O ©o o o o o

3,877,201

O O O ©O O ©O O ©O O ©O O O O O o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS
7
21

TOTAL

FUNDING
37,134,152
26,211,409
21,317,514
191,323
36,733,816
1,725,705
11,112,774
8,588,999
9,701,940
2,418,793
33,530,317
769,998
24,593,224
6,832,578
27,089,285
5,425,351
10,634,116
3,701,005
4,105,058
365,000,518
2,592,657
419,415
35,805,938
5,806,541
6,356,179
20,158,062
1,212,394
3,903,201
76,254,387
3,242,365
4,125,733
765,715
1,862,912
1,122,127
9,605,728
276,686
83,298
8,643,299
4,871,983
2,134,698
469,802
487,069
2,039,823
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COUNTY DISTRICT

Shasta Redding Elementary

Shasta Shasta County Office of Education
Shasta Shasta Union High

Shasta County Subtotal

Sierra Sierra County Superintendent
Sierra Sierra-Plumas Joint Unified

Sierra County Subtotal

Siskiyou
Siskiyou
Siskiyou
Siskiyou
Siskiyou
Siskiyou

Butteville Union Elementary
Dunsmuir Elementary

Fort Jones Union Elementary
Grenada Elementary
Junction Elementary

Yreka Union High

Siskiyou County Subtotal

Solano
Solano
Solano
Solano
Solano

Solano

Benicia Unified

Dixon Unified
Fairfield-Suisun Unified
Travis Unified

Vacaville Unified
Vallejo City Unified

Solano County Subtotal

Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma
Sonoma

Sonoma

Bellevue Union Elementary
Bennett Valley Union Elementary
Cinnabar Elementary
Cotati-Rohnert Park Unified
Forestville Union Elementary
Guerneville Elementary
Harmony Union Elementary
Healdsburg Unified

Horicon Elementary

Liberty Elementary

Mark West Union

Petaluma Joint Union High
Piner-Olivet Union Elementary
Rincon Valley Union Elementary
Roseland Elementary

Santa Rosa Elementary

Santa Rosa High

Sonoma County Office of Education
Sonoma Valley Unified

Twin Hills Union Elementary
Two Rock Union Elementary

West Side Union Elementary

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

70110
10454
70136

10462
70177

70201
70243
70300
70326
70367
70516

70524
70532
70540
70565
70573
70581

70615
70623
70649
73882
70680
70722
70730
75390
70763
70797
70805
70862
70870
70896
70904
70912
70920
10496
70953
70961
70979
71001

NEW CONSTRUCTION

5
5
5
22

- © © = ©o o o = o o o

o o

FUNDING
2,567,504
4,822,906
6,319,978

28,727,807
0

907,669
907,669
574,116

0

0

343,924
2,962,956
0
3,880,996
7,316,967
35,292,792
37,890,403
0

0

0
80,500,162
4,837,539
0

0

0

654,996

0

0

0

321,582

0

0
1,479,239
2,385,704
0
8,749,878
0

307,398
14,192,668
2,072,479
0

0

150,857

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
4
0
1
34

N N O

N A =2 O O =

N O

N N ©O N A O OO N W N O

FUNDING
2,091,188
0
646,304
27,451,311
0
0
0
283,530
998,199
96,197
0
0
1,826,209
3,204,135
6,065,374
1,766,526
21,829,011
8,541,727
5,899,071
29,879,764
73,981,473
0
2,003,956
389,290
5,103,294
943,571
1,050,865
0
1,298,611
264,558
0
1,277,682
6,601,120
1,319,982
4,605,950
0
781,019
12,930,854
0
2,785,765
1,809,409
47,864
0

PROJECTS

o

©O O © ©O © ©O © © © ©O © O ©O ©O © ©O© ©O ©O ©O O O O © O O O O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

cos
FUNDING

©O O ©O O © ©O © © © ©O © O © ©O © ©O © O ©O O O O O O ©o O O O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING
0

© O ©O ©O ©O ©O © © © © © ©O © ©O © © © ©O ©O O ©O ©O © O ©o ©o O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

©O O ©O O © ©O © © © ©O © O © ©O © ©O © O ©O O O O O O ©o O O O o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS

- O © o

- O

- O ©O © © © © = O ©O o o = O o o o o o o o

o o

=

o ©O O ©O o ©o o o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING

0

0

0

0

619,741
0
619,741

o O © O ©o o o o

1,925,750
0
0
0
0
1,925,750

o O ©o o o o

812,270
0
0
659,647

o O O © O o o o o

810,400
0
0

PROJECTS

9
5

- NN

N BN

TOTAL

FUNDING
4,658,692
4,822,906
6,966,282
56,179,118
619,741
907,669
1,527,410
857,646
998,199
96,197
343,924
2,962,956
1,826,209
7,085,131
13,382,341
38,985,068
59,719,414
8,541,727
5,899,071
29,879,764
156,407,385
4,837,539
2,003,956
389,290
5,103,294
1,598,567
1,050,865
812,270
1,298,611
586,140
659,647
1,277,682
8,080,359
3,705,686
4,605,950
8,749,878
781,019
13,238,252
14,192,668
4,858,244
2,619,809
47,864
150,857
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COUNTY
Sonoma
Sonoma

Sonoma

DISTRICT

West Sonoma County Union High
Wilmar Union Elementary
Windsor Unified

Sonoma County Subtotal

Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus
Stanislaus

Stanislaus

Ceres Unified

Chatom Union Elementary
Denair Unified

Empire Union Elementary
Gratton Elementary
Hart-Ransom Union Elementary
Hughson Unified

Keyes Union Elementary
Modesto City Elementary
Modesto City High
Newman-Crows Landing Unified
Oakdale Joint Unified

Paradise Elementary

Patterson Joint Unified
Riverbank Unified

Salida Union Elementary
Stanislaus County Office of Education
Stanislaus Union Elementary
Sylvan Union Elementary
Turlock Unified

Valley Home Joint Elementary
Waterford Unified

Stanislaus County Subtotal

Sutter Brittan Elementary

Sutter East Nicolaus Joint Union High
Sutter Franklin Elementary

Sutter Marcum-lllinois Union

Sutter Nuestro Elementary

Sutter Pleasant Grove Joint Union Elementary
Sutter Sutter County Office of Education
Sutter Yuba City Unified

Sutter County Subtotal

Tehama Corning Union Elementary
Tehama Evergreen Union Elementary
Tehama Gerber Union Elementary
Tehama Plum Valley Elementary

Tehama Red Bluff Joint Union High
Tehama Red Bluff Union Elementary
Tehama Reeds Creek Elementary

DISTRICT
CODE PROJECTS

70607
71019
75358

71043
71050
71068
71076
71084
71092
75549
71134
71167
71175
73601
75564
71209
71217
75556
71266
10504
71282
71290
75739
71324
75572

71357
71373
71381
71407
71423
71431
10512
71464

71498
71522
71548
71613
71639
71621
71647

NEW CONSTRUCTION

o O = w o v

—_

o W o A W N O O

o N N O W N O

=

o N

FUNDING
2,754,741
0
15,511,495
53,418,575
86,793,490
0
3,352,777
4,561,171
0
0
2,095,681
0
0
34,569,436
8,570,409
18,659,748
0
17,176,964
0
2,173,159
704,055
3,223,029
5,278,924
9,182,572
119,298
2,656,602
199,117,314
20,550
0
143,566
962,877
186,296
0
8,661,364
31,800,623
41,775,275
8,504,633
1,114,603
0
3,568,090
4,947,096
0
108,817

MODERNIZATION

PROJECTS
0
1
2
51

N W N

- N O W = -

- uoN

o ©O © o o o

a

FUNDING
0
637,862
2,274,026
46,125,677
14,153,073
582,782
2,555,619
2,244,478
504,043
1,760,216
5,733,127
0
12,548,320
14,641,852
2,248,794
6,077,792
814,584
466,202
4,564,861
559,420

o O ©o o o o

69,455,163
814,621
1,173,532
1,357,175
828,908
59,367
641,810

0
21,973,431
26,848,844
3,406,173
0

281,565

0
3,310,568
540,855
73,100

PROJECTS

©O O ©O O ©O O ©O O ©O O O O - O O O O o o o o o o o o o

O O O ©O O ©O O ©O O o o o o o o o

cos
FUNDING

OO O O ©O O ©O O ©o o o o o o

23,413,328

©O O ©O O © O ©o o o o o o

23,413,328

O O O ©O O ©O O ©O O o o o o o o o

CHARTER SCHOOL
PROJECTS FUNDING
0

©O ©O ©O ©O ©O © ©O © ©O © © © ©O © © © O © O ©O O © O O O ©o o ©o o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o

O ©O O © ©O © ©O © ©O © ©O ©O ©O © ©O ©O ©O © O ©O O © O O O O o ©o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o

PROJECTS

O O O O O N O O O O O O O w o o o

=

O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0O O O w o o o o o o o o

JOINT USE
FUNDING
0
0
0
2,282,317
0

o ©O o o o o

813,591

o © o o o

1,500,000

o O © O ©o o o o

2,313,591

O O O ©O O ©O O ©O O o o o o o o o

PROJECTS
2

- O U B NN D

o N w U

TOTAL

FUNDING
2,754,741
637,862
17,785,521
101,826,570
100,946,564
582,782
5,908,396
6,805,649
504,043
1,760,216
7,828,808
813,591
12,548,320
72,624,616
10,819,203
24,737,540
814,584
19,143,166
4,564,861
2,732,579
704,055
3,223,029
5,278,924
9,182,572
119,298
2,656,602
294,299,397
835,171
1,173,532
1,500,741
1,791,785
245,663
641,810
8,661,364
53,774,054
68,624,119
11,910,806
1,114,603
281,565
3,568,090
8,257,664
540,855
181,917
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NEW CONSTRUCTION MODERNIZATION cos CHARTER SCHOOL JOINT USE TOTAL

COUNTY DISTRICT DISTRIT PROJECTS FUNDING PROJECTS FUNDING PROJECTS FUNDING PROJECTS FUNDING  PROJECTS FUNDING PROJECTS FUNDING

Tehama Richfield Elementary 71654 3 11,171,955 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 11,171,955
Tehama County Subtotal 1 29,415,194 9 7,612,261 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 37,027,455
Trinity Cox Bar Elementary 71688 0 0 1 10,426 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 10,426
Trinity Weaverville Elementary 71787 1 1,768,718 1 2,600,320 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4,369,038
Trinity County Subtotal 1 1,768,718 2 2,610,746 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 4,379,464
Tulare Allensworth Elementary 71795 1 1,319,142 1 126,477 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1,445,619
Tulare Alta Vista Elementary 71811 1 77,003 1 267,373 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 344,376
Tulare Buena Vista Elementary 71829 1 71,658 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 71,658
Tulare Burton 71837 5 11,614,486 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 11,614,486
Tulare Cutler-Orosi Joint Unified 71860 3 17,785,740 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 17,785,740
Tulare Dinuba Unified 75531 4 6,073,928 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 935,030 5 7,008,958
Tulare Earlimart Elementary 71902 4 753,315 1 223,536 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 976,851
Tulare Farmersville Unified 75325 1 3,925,921 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3,925,921
Tulare Kings River Union Elementary 71969 0 0 1 590,697 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 590,697
Tulare Lindsay Unified 71993 3 3,252,114 3 7,240,373 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 10,492,487
Tulare Monson-Sultana Joint Union Elementary 72009 0 0 1 765,626 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 765,626
Tulare Oak Valley Union Elementary 72017 1 2,558,417 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2,558,417
Tulare Pixley Union Elementary 72041 1 1,498,505 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1,498,505
Tulare Pleasant View Elementary 72058 2 6,424,423 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 6,424,423
Tulare Porterville Unified 75523 3 12,747,861 3 5,985,370 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 18,733,231
Tulare Richgrove Elementary 72082 0 0 1 1,059,431 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1,059,431
Tulare Stone Corral Elementary 72140 1 152,059 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 152,059
Tulare Strathmore Union Elementary 72157 2 3,715,601 2 357,936 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4,073,537
Tulare Sundale Union Elementary 72173 2 5,274,874 1 683,426 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5,958,300
Tulare Terra Bella Union Elementary 72199 3 236,316 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 236,316
Tulare Three Rivers Union Elementary 72207 0 0 1 86,131 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 86,131
Tulare Tipton Elementary 72215 1 3,571,615 1 554,850 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4,126,465
Tulare Traver Joint Elementary 72223 1 914,603 1 298,383 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1,212,986
Tulare Tulare City Elementary 72231 2 12,671,512 8 7,107,564 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 19,779,076
Tulare Tulare County Office of Education 10546 25 22,573,197 2 435,398 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 23,008,595
Tulare Tulare Joint Union High 72249 0 0 3 4,343,511 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 4,343,511
Tulare Visalia Unified 72256 13 18,432,599 18 12,756,474 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 31,189,073
Tulare Woodlake Union Elementary 72272 0 0 3 1,345,708 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1,345,708
Tulare Woodlake Union High 72280 0 0 1 1,640,822 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1,640,822
Tulare Woodville Elementary 72298 0 0 1 1,205,108 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1,205,108
Tulare County Subtotal 80 135,644,889 55 47,074,194 0 0 0 0 1 935,030 136 183,654,113
Tuolumne Big Oak Flat-Groveland Unified 75184 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1,469,384 1 1,469,384
Tuolumne Columbia Union Elementary 72348 2 20,701,814 1 921,956 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 21,623,770
Tuolumne Curtis Creek Elementary 72355 0 0 1 1,356,377 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1,356,377
Tuolumne Sonora 72371 0 0 2 514,571 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 514,571
Tuolumne Soulsbyville Elementary 72397 1 7,204,568 1 1,050,952 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 8,255,520
Tuolumne Summerville Elementary 72405 0 0 1 1,752,967 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1,752,967
Tuolumne Summerville Union High 72413 1 3,190,776 1 2,439,102 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5,629,878

8L 39Vd
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NEW CONSTRUCTION MODERNIZATION cos CHARTER SCHOOL JOINT USE TOTAL

COUNTY DISTRICT DISTRIT PROJECTS FUNDING PROJECTS FUNDING PROJECTS FUNDING PROJECTS FUNDING  PROJECTS FUNDING PROJECTS FUNDING

Tuolumne Tuolumne County Office of Education 10553 1 34,779 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 34,779
Tuolumne County Subtotal 5 31,131,937 7 8,035,925 0 0 0 0 1 1,469,384 13 40,637,246
Ventura Briggs Elementary 72447 1 482,778 1 273,243 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 756,021
Ventura Conejo Valley Unified 73759 0 0 19 29,402,597 0 0 0 0 1 1,500,000 20 30,902,597
Ventura Fillmore Unified 72454 2 16,225,741 4 7,526,236 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 23,751,977
Ventura Hueneme Elementary 72462 0 0 2 6,414,776 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 6,414,776
Ventura Mesa Union Elementary 72470 1 1,152,697 1 1,158,697 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2,311,394
Ventura Moorpark Unified 73940 1 1,093,011 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1,093,011
Ventura Oak Park Unified 73874 1 889,574 1 916,247 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1,805,821
Ventura Ocean View Elementary 72512 2 1,271,101 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1,271,101
Ventura 0Ojai Unified 72520 3 4,549,266 8 10,619,549 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 15,168,815
Ventura Oxnard Elementary 72538 2 10,980,298 22 22,016,719 2 15,060,994 0 0 0 0 26 48,058,011
Ventura Oxnard Union High 72546 0 0 4 28,429,609 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 28,429,609
Ventura Rio Elementary 72561 2 17,049,448 2 1,994,027 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 19,043,475
Ventura Santa Paula Elementary 72587 1 873,774 6 5,253,713 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 6,127,487
Ventura Santa Paula Union High 72595 0 0 1 4,783,746 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4,783,746
Ventura Simi Valley Unified 72603 0 0 6 18,358,226 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 18,358,226
Ventura Ventura Unified 72652 3 11,794,177 12 18,261,755 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 30,055,932
Ventura County Subtotal 19 66,361,865 89 155,409,140 2 15,060,994 0 0 1 1,500,000 M 238,331,999
Yolo Davis Joint Unified 72678 3 17,655,969 10 11,067,476 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 28,723,445
Yolo Washington Unified 72694 2 5,104,088 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5,104,088
Yolo Winters Joint Unified 72702 1 1,526,651 2 2,110,996 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3,637,647
Yolo Woodland Joint Unified 72710 1 19,313,634 14 20,075,068 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 39,388,702
Yolo County Subtotal 7 43,600,342 26 33,253,540 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 76,853,882
Yuba Marysville Joint Unified 72736 0 0 14 15,912,444 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 15,912,444
Yuba Plumas Elementary 72744 2 12,394,338 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 12,394,338
Yuba Wheatland Elementary 72751 2 8,447,588 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 8,447,588
Yuba Wheatland Union High 72769 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2,629,094 0 0 1 2,629,094
Yuba County Subtotal 4 20,841,926 14 15,912,444 0 0 1 2,629,094 0 0 19 39,383,464
Total 2,089 $ 8,322,955,788 3,238 $ 5,519,854,980 799 $ 3,529,478,444 31 $ 336,170,435 105 $ 99,842,302 6,262 $17,808,301,949
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